DUNCAN CHISHOLM, alias GEORGE MATHEWS. 



RETURNS to 



Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 11 March 1851 



COPIES “of any Correspondence between John Sadlcir , Esq., m.p., and his Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant, between the 1st day of January and the 1st day of June 1840, 
relative to a Fund of about £.4,500, placed under the Control of Duncan Chisholm , 
alias George Mathews, lately Absconded from the Office of the Chief Secretary in 
Ireland : ” 

** Df the Report of Messrs. Dobrte, Brownrigg, and Andoe , Commissioners appointed by 

the Government to inquire into the Frauds of the said Duncan Chisholm, aliaB George 
Mathews, on the ‘Tithe Million,’ ‘ Concordatum,’ * Regium Donum,' and other Funds j 
and also. Copies of the Evidence laid before the said Commissioners : ” 

“And, of any Correspondence between Her Majesty’s Government and any Clerks 
dismissed by his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant in consequence of the said Report.” 



{Mr. Scully.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed , 
8 May 1851, 

• 
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COPIES of Correspondence between John Sadleir, Esq., m.p., and his 
Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, between the 1st day of January and the 
1st dav of June 1849, relative to a Fund of about £.4,500, placed under the 
Control of Dunam Chisholm, alias George Mothers, lately absconded from 
the Office of the Chief Secretary in Ireland : — And, of Correspondence 
between Her Majesty’s Government and Clerks dismissed by his Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant, in consequence of the Report of Messrs. Dohree, JBroum- 
rigg and Andoe, Commissioners appointed by the Government to inquire into 
the Frauds of the said Duncan Chisholm, alias George Mathews. 



LETTER from John Sadleir, Esq., m. p., to His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. 

My Lord, The Albany, London, 13 February 1849. 

I have been informed by some parties, on whose statements, from their 
position in society, I am disposed to rely, that a person named Duncan 
Chisholm, a native of Scotland, absconded from Inverness some years ago : 
that he subsequently assumed the name of George Mathews, and succeeded in 
obtaining a confidential and responsible appointment in the office of the Chief 
Secretary" for Ireland, in Dublin. I am informed that this individual, who is 
now known by the name of George Mathews, is regarded and remembered at 
Inverness as a notorious defaulter. In that town l believe he followed, amongst 
A other pursuits, the profession of a solicitor, and the trade of a leather dealer. 

I believe he has been entrusted by the Government with very important powers, 
and sometimes selected as a useful parliamentary witness. I believe be has 
been raised to a very confidential position in Dublin Castle, and that he has 
been placed in direct communication as the organ of the Government with the 
Presbyterian body in Ireland, to a considerable portion of whom his conduct 
has become most obnoxious. I believe he has been allowed to carry on with 
the heads and ministers of the Presbyterian congregations in Ireland a cor- 
respondence which, from its character and import, might perhaps have been 
more properly conducted by the Chief or Under Secretary of Ireland. 

I believe that a fund of about 4,500 L, referred to in the enclosed paper, has 
been suffered to fall under the sole management and control of this person, 
and I confess 1 have been unable to learn whether he has faithfully applied 
the interest of that fund, or preserved the principal unimpaired. 

I beg, in addition to two papers relating to that fund, to enclose a copy of 
an advertisement, offering a reward of fifty guineas for information which 
would lead to the apprehension of Duncan Chisholm, which I am informed was 
widely circulated in Scotland. 

I trust it will be shown that the fund to which I have alluded has been 
properly secured. The respectability of the parties who have brought under 
my notice the facts and papers which I now convey to your Excellency as 
head of the Irish Government, has induced me to lose no time in placing 
within the knowledge of the Government the representations made to me ; 
confident that your Excellency will cause an immediate inquiry to be made 
into all the circumstances, with the view of securing the fund referred to from 
misappropriation. 

If it should appear that Duncan Chisholm has obtained employment from 
the Government under the assumed name of George Mathews, that he has 
been guilty of those malpractices imputed to him, and that he absconded from 
Scotland to elude the officers of justice, or the well-founded demands of third 
parties, I think he ought not to be continued in the service of the Govern- 
ment. If, on the other hand, the result of any proceeding which may be now 
instituted should be to exculpate this man from all censure, and to refute 
those charges which go to affect so deeply the character of this man, whether 
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his proper name be Chisholm or Mathews, I should feel it to be my duty to 
use every means within my power to have ample justice rendered to him by 
those who have communicated with me on the subject of his present position 
and past conduct. r 

I have, &c. 

(signed) John Sadleir. 



(No. 1.) 

Enclosure of Mr. Sadleir' s Letter of 13 February 1849. 

Memorandum relating to a Fund placed chiefly under the Control of Duncan Chisholm 
otherwise George Mathews. 

Previous io 1839 the Presbyterian congregations of Ireland, when once endowed, 
remained permanently so; since then each congregation is required by Government to 
annual certificate requiring certain conditions. No congregation not complying 
with these conditions can remain on the list of the endowed. r J ° 

In 1843 it was reported to the annual meeting of the General Assembly, by a friend of 
Duncan Chisholm, otherwise George Mathews, that the Government had set apart a sum 
of some 4,000 1. for the use of Presbyterians in the south of Ireland: a committee was 
appointed to confer with Government. At an interview in the Castle the committee were 
informed that such was the fact; that the money was so ordered by a vote of the House of 
Commons. 1 hat trustees had not yet been nominated, nor the trust deed made out. but 
would eventudly be submitted to the committee. After much delay and trouble the 
committee learned from Government that 4,522 l 9 s. 9 d. had been made over to Duncan 
Chisholm, otherwise George Mathews, and four others (who were mere formal parties') 
foi the use of the small Presbytery of Munster, representing only five or six small 
congregations. ° J 

The General Assembly represents more thou three-quarters of a million of souls. By 
the interest of this fund tills Duncan Chisholm, or George Mathews, may be enabled to 
2 “ S ',f Tt ™ n S re p li »““ i" Jw> Presbytery of Munster, who could not by law 
De placed on the list of the otherwise endowed. J 

- Du r < !*“ ” Mathews is bound to give an account to the Presbytery 
Snriao ‘ke ea-pen, htnre of the fund each year. I believe he never ha, done so; 

during the year before last he gave no account whatever. 



(No. 2.) 

Enclosure of Mr. Sadleir' s Letter of 1 3 February 1 849. 

Whereas a large number of divines who were ejected from the Established Church of 
ireland for refusing to conform to the episcopal rites and ceremon.es prescribed by the Act 
of Umfonmty passed to the year 1685, thereupon founded many non-conforming congrega- 
ietenpffw Lcnsteq Monster and Connaught, under the ecclesiastical desf- 
atton” X ll, ^ n 1 Muster,- or « Southern Presbyterian AssoS- 

,,s f e Tl f.% u' ?u U n ‘ 6 , l e " 1,2 °- rec<!ivctl Government a yearly 
mS ' calIe “ The English Royal Bounty, ' for the belter support of their respectivS 
ministers, all of whom were Non-conformists, Trinitarian Presbyterians teaching and 
h he $" °S} n “ " l Scn l>l“'e set forth in the Shorter Catechism compiled tn the 
hTih 164J (i.m ^ estimnster Assembly : And whereas new regnlatious being promulgated 
“ ? a ‘‘? fur llle distribution of the Parliamentary Grant of Royal bounty 

issued both in the north and south of Ireland, and it appearing that several of the afore- 
said congregations, sharing ongmaly in the English bounty to the amount of 210/. per 
annum, hate ceased to raid, but that in various localities small bodies of Presbyterians 
have subsequently settled and others were in progress of settling, for whose religious 
instruction said 210/. had been lor some years applied as a missionary fund, Her Majesty’s 
Government were pleased m hen of said yearly sum of 210 1, which cooid not contango 

of 4 20 O/ ar £ , mt of f “f® ° f new regulations, to grant a capital sum or stock 

of 4,200 the interest whereol was to be applicable by the trustees of said stock to the 
1 ? lss 'f nar r P“ r PO=es as the said sum of 210/. had been previously, and 
ttom toi n b u Si 41 ma,m s e ™ m tl,erci >f hereinafter expressed, or which may from 
time to time be added thereunto, pursuant to the powers in that behalf hereinafter contained - 
Now know all men whom it may concern, that we, David Hutcheson, of S . own of ' 
me to ?“d!' of Armagh, Thomas Charles George Mathews, of Sydney Sandv- 

mounl. 111 the county ol Dohltn, gentlemen ; Charles Wilkinson, of the town of Ti’poerarv 
l" ' 1 ? ““»ty of Tipperary, merchant; and John Black, of the town of Fe™oy h, dm 
county ol Cork, nurseryman; ihe trustees of the said charity, do hereby license ^ourselvei 
StSX"™”*™ '■ “ ffice «* trust fun^ In conformhy'ro the 

to ffiSW a 3 , 1 . 0 iiteXtoX tnX PayaM9 

ciples (that is. rejecting subscription to any creed, conlssion.catechisin.'or ‘otXVm-mutory 
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DUNCAN CHISHOLM, alias GEORGE MATHEWS. 

a* a test or condition of admission into the ministerial office), the substituted yearly Income 
of *aid fund shall be alone payable to Presbyterians located within the provinces of Lein- 
ster, Munster and Connaught, professing belief in the doctrines and interpretation of 
Scripture contained in the aforesaid Shorter Catechism of the Westminster Assembly of 
Divines, but who also expressly rejected subscription, as above explained, to the said 
catechism, or to any other creed or confession whatever, as is historically recorded to have 
been done by the said Westminster Assembly itself, and is judicially known to have been 
done by the ministers of said Presbyteries of Dublin and Munster, or Southern Presbyte- 
rian Association, from the earliest to the latest period of their history. 

-d. That no part of said fund shall be granted for any building purpose, but it shall be 
wholly confined to the support of Presbyterian ministers, or the education of men designed 
for the Presbyterian ministry. 

3d. That after deducting the expense of postage, stationery, and other incidental charges, 
a proportion of said interest shall be annually reserved and added to the capital, and the 
remainder issued halt-yearly to the recipients or beneficiaries. 

4th. n»at the four trustees of the charity and their successors for ever shall be Trinitarian 
Presbyterians, one of whom shall be chosen by their then chairman, the said George 
Mathews, being hereby appointed such chairman in the first instance, and the said David 
Hutchison has consented to act as treasurer in the first instance. 

3th. That stated meetings of the trustees shall be held on the first Wednesdays of 
April and of September in each year, and as often oil special occasions as such meetings 
may be convened by the chairmun on seven days’ notice in writing to the other trustees, 
specifying the particular business for consideration ; and it shall be likewise in the power 
of any two of the trustees to call such special meetings themselves by similar notice, on 
the refusal or neglect of the chairman so to do on their requisition. 

Cth. That the chairman shall have an ordinary vote as a trustee, and in case of equality 
ot votes he shall have a casting vote also, and in his absence the trustees present are to 
appoint one of themselves to act as chairman of the meeting. 

7th. That the capital of the charity shall he invested on approved security with suitable 
declarations of trust, and that unappropriated balances of interest shall be laid out with 
all convenient speed so as also to bear interest for the benefit of the fund, and every one 
in ceasing to be a trustee shall be bound to execute any conveyances of his right and 
interest in the charity estate which the remaining trustees may be advised as necessary. 

8th. That no salary be granted to any of the trustees, nor shall any of them directly or 
indirectly receive any benefit from the funds ; but bucIi of them as attend meetings of the 
trust held at a distance of more than 10 miles from their homes, or who may be directed by 
any meeting to go to that or any greater distance on the business of the trust, shall be paid 
his or their actual travelling expenses. 

Oth. That on the death of any trustee becoming known, the survivors shall be assembled 
within at least two months thereafter and elect a successor, and every newly-appointed 
trustee shall endorse his name on the deed of trust in evidence of his consent thereto and 
acceptance of the same, and become thereby a trustee to all intents and purposes as if his 
name were originally inserted therein ; and on any trustee wishing to resign, he shall com- 
municate such wish in writing to the other trustees, who are in like manner to assemble in 
two months and elect a successor; and on any trustee ceasing to be a Trinitarian Presby- 
terian, or becoming legally incapacitated to act, or not attending four successive meetings 
of the trustees, he shall be held to have ipso facto disqualified himself, and the re maini no- 
trustees shall proceed to elect a successor in his room, as if he were dead ; but if, in the 
case of non-attendance, the same has arisen from duly-certified illness or other unavoidable 
cause, it shall be in the power of the trustees to postpone for a reasonable time proceeding 
upon such ground of disqualification, should they deem it not injurious to the well-being of 
the charity so to act. 

10th. That a book shall be kept for the registry of all transactions of the trust, and the 
minutes of each meeting shall be entered and signed before the meeting is dissolved, and at 
the stated half-yearly meetings this deed of trust, with any additional standing rules made 
by the trustees, shall be read over at length, and such fact stated on the minutes, 

11 th. That no money shall be paid by the treasurer except upon the order of a half- 
yearly meeting of trustees, and that the accounts of the charity shall be audited at such 
meetings, and an abstractor such accounts be transmitted to the moderator of the Trinitarian 
Presbytery of Munster, and to every non-subscribing Trinitarian Presbyterian congregation 
in the provinces of Leinster, Munster and Connaught who may desire the same ; 'and a 
certified copy of the entire minuies of every meeting shall be transmitted by the chairman 
to each trustee within two days after the meeting has been held, in order that all, whether 
present or absent, may be kept fully informed of the management of the trust. 

12th. That to constitute a quorum for the despatch of business, three trustees, in the 
absence of the chairman, must be present at any half-yearly meeting, or one trustee with 
the chairman at that or any other meeting, and two trustees in the absence of the chairman 
shall be a quorum at any special meeting ; and that, if found necessary, it shall be in the- 
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{>ower of the trustees to alter tlie periods of holding these half-yearly meetings, and also to 
mate from time to time such additional rules as circumstances may render necessary for the 
transaction of routine business ; provided always that no such power shall extend or be 
construed to extend to the alteration in any way of the objects and scope of the non-sub- 
scribing Trinitarian Presbyterian trust, or to the qualification of the beneficiaries or of the 
trustees, as herein specified, and that no new rules shall be finally adopted until a eopv of 
them shall have been given to the trustees one month before the meeting fixed for tlieir 
consideration ; aud lastly, that the fund is to be managed with the greatest economy, and 
its capital increased as much as practicable, each trustee also solemnly engaging to assist 
his co-trustecs in the discharge of their common duty with unremitting diligence and 
fidelity, as each and all of them, shall have to answer to Almighty God. In witness 
whereof, &.c. 8cc., 

(signed by order) William Neilson , 

C. of Committee. 



(No. 3.) 



Enclosure of Mr. Sadleir's Letter of 13 February 1849. 

Advertisement. 



Mr. G. Cameron, as trustee, and Mr. James Lyon, Mr. Kenneth M'Rae, and Mr. 
M'Arthur, as commissioners on the sequestered estate of Duncan Chisholm, late solicitor 
and leather seller at Inverness, having expressed their determination to oppose nty claim 
to some property paid for and regularly conveyed to me by deed of disposition in Chis- 
holm’s own holograph, together with innumerable title-deeds also in my possession, unless 1 
can prove that the said Duncan Chisholm has perjured himself in his oath of verity upon his 
examination before the sheriff of Inverness : I hereby offer a reward of 50 guineas to any 
person who will furnish me with such information as will lead to the immediate appre- 
hension and conviction of said Duncan Chisholm, who wore, when lie absconded, a blue 
surtout, black waistcoat, pantaloons, and hat; he seems about 30 years of a^e, slender in 

K rson, about five feet nine inches in height, high shoulders, sallow complexion^ and seldom 
>ks one in the face. His friends gave out that he was patronized by some respectable 
individuals in London, but upou inquiry that was found to be false and incorrect. 



Ness Castle, September 1826. 



(signed) 



J. Macdonald. 



LETTER from the Linder- Secretary to John Sadleir i Esq., m.p. 

Sir, _ Dublin Castle, 3 March 1849. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 13th February, having reference to certain statements made to 
you by parties on whom you are disposed to rely, regarding Mr. George Ma- 
thews, now for some years a clerk in the Chief Secretary’s office. His Excel- 
lency has not failed to cause inquiry to be made into all the circumstances 
mentioned in your letter. First, with reference to the mal-praetices imputed 
to Mr. Mathews — the allegation that he was guilty of forgery, and having 
absconded from Scotland to elude the officers of justice — bis Excellency has 
ascertained that these matters were investigated by a Board of Inquiry ap- 
pointed by Earl de Grey, when Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, as far back as the 
month of February 1842, the members of which Board, in concluding their 
report, gave their opinion that Mr. Mathews “ was a public servant of un- 
impeachable integrity.” While on the 14th March in the same year, Mr. 
Under-Secretary Lucas conveyed to Mr. Mathews the Lord Lieutenant’s 
opinion that he lmd been “ completely and honourably acquitted of every charge 
affecting his character.” His Excellency has perused the papers connected 
with this case, and fully concurs in the decision then come to. The Lord 
Lieutenant considers, therefore, that the first charges stated in your letter 
have been thus fully decided on, and that any new inquiry into them would be 
unfair towards Mr. Mathews, and is uncalled for on any public ground. 

2d. With reference to the fund of about 4,000 l. s referred to in your letter, 
I have to state that this fund was created with the approval of the Govern- 
ment out of the balances of grants for the Presbyterian clergy of Ireland. 
The money was paid over to the agent of the body for whose use it was 
intended, who was required to give security for more than the amount, and 

who. 
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who. together with Mr. Mathews and other parties, is a trustee named in 
the deed to whieh you refer. This deed was drawn up, it is understood, with 
the full approval of that portion of the Presbyterian body whose interests were 
involved therein, and you will observe that ample provisions are contained 
therein for the proper administration of the fund, whieh is not, as your letter 
implies, under the sole management of Mr. Mathews. 

Even - minister is entitled to an annual statement of the accounts, should 
he require it ; and in the absence of any complaints on the part, of those 
interested, as to the mai-appropriation of the fund by Mr. Mathews, or any 
other trustee, his Excellency cannot presume that such lias taken place. 'Hie 
third point in your letter to which I am desired to refer is the statement that 
Mr. Mathews has been placed in direct communication, as the organ of the 
Government, with the Presbyterian body in Ireland. Mr. Mathews, as a clerk 
in the Chief Secretary's office, has been engaged in the distribution of the 
Regium Donum, according to the regulation laid down by the Government ; 
and this has, doubtless, brought him into communication with the agents of the 
respective bodies of Presbyterians, but Mr. Mathews has never been autho- 
rized to take the position which your letter assigns to him. The correspondence 
with the moderators and other proper authorities of the various Presbyterian 
bodies, is conducted by the Chief or Under Secretary, and of this the present 
moderator, and a deputation from the Geueral Assembly, have long since been 
made aware. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Redington . 



LETTER from John Sadleir, Esq., m.p., to His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant. 

My Lord, Albany, London, 22 March 1840. 

I have had the honour to receive the Under-Secretary's letter of the 3d 
instant, acknowledging the receipt by your Excellency of mine of the 13th 
ult, which had reference to certain statements made to me regarding Duncan 
Chisholm, who is represented to have assumed the name of George Mathews 
shortly after his fraudulent flight from Inverness some years ago. I am glad 
to learn that your Excellency has caused inquiry to be made into all the 
matter mentioned in my former letter. 

I hope your Excellency did not so far misunderstand that letter as to suppose 
that I represented Duncan Chisholm or George Mathews as guilty of forgery. 

I represented in my former letter to your Excellency that I had been in- 
formed of Duncan Chisholm’s having dishonestly absconded from Inverness, 
and subsequently assumed the name of George Mathews, and I firmly believe 
that the person referred to in the Under-Secretary’s letter of the 3d instant, 
as “ Mr. George Mathews, now and for some years a clerk in the Chief 
Secretary’s office,” is the identical Duncan Chisholm who so absconded and 
assumed the name of George Mathews. 

I have been informed, as I stated in my former letter, that this Duncan 
Chisholm is remembered at Inverness as a notorious defaulter, having secretly 
departed from that town largely indebted to many of its poor inhabitants. I 
believe he is an uncertified or undischarged bankrupt, the entire of the many 
debts owing by him to indigent people at the tune of his flight from Inverness 
remaining still unliquidated. 

As I am not informed of the charges investigated by the Board of Inquiry 
in 1842, nor of the evidence adduced, nor of the contents of the report 
thereon, to which the letter of the Under-Secretary refers, I am wholly unable 
to determine how far the investigation, evidence, or report go to exculpate 
Duncan Chisholm or George Mathews. 

The poor people at Inverness who feel themselves aggrieved by Duncan 
Chisholm continued till lately ignorant of his present abode, and it was gene- 
rally reported and believed at Inverness that he had died. 

•J79. A 4 So 
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So recently as 1838, I understand a meeting of the creditors of Duncan 
Chisholm was convened by public advertisement in Scotland, the defaulting 
Chisholm being at the very time, and still, an uncertified bankrupt, occupying, 
under the assumed name of Mathews, a confidential situation in Dublin 
Castle. 

I would be anxious to know if I am wrong in believing that the George 
Mathews referred to in the Under-Secretary’s letter, is the identical Duncan 
Chisholm mentioned in my former letter to your Excellency. 

I would also he glad to learn if the parties at Inverness who originally pre- 
ferred their charges anti claims against Duncan Chisholm, and to whom he is 
indebted, were made acquainted with the existence of the Board of Inquiry 
mentioned in the Under-Secretary’s letter, and if an opportunity was afforded 
to them of substantiating their charges and claims before that Board. 

I am informed that Duncan Chisholm, after his flight from Inverness, 
enlisted in a foot regiment as George Mathews, was promoted to be a serjeant,' 
and afterwards reduced to the ranks for improper conduct. 

I am not informed if those facts came, under the notice of the Board of 
Inquiry in 1842, but 1 should be glad to hear that they did. 

The enclosed officially certified copy of marriage has been just furnished to 
me ; it has been placed in my hands to verify a statement to which I could 
not otherwise give unhesitating credence. It has been laid before me to prove 
that Duncan Chisholm, or George Mathews, was married at Union chapel in 
the city of Dublin, on the 2d February 1847, falsely representing on that 
solemn occasion that his father’s name was “ William Mathews.” 

From what I have learned, I am led to believe that Duncan Chisholm’s, 
father has been always called and known by the name of « William Chisholm.” 

I am_ uninformed as to whether your Excellency knows of this marriage 
transaction, and this violation of the 7 & 8 Viet. c. 81. 

The 73d section of that Act provides that any person wilfully makino- a 
false statement, touching any of the particulars required to be registered 
under that Act, shall be subject to the same penalties as if he were guilty of 
penury. 

With regard to the trust-fund of about 4,000 1, I must acknowledge my 
inability to collect from the Under-Secretary’s letter whether the principal sum 
is quite secure, and if the interest monies have been duly applied ; these are 
the two material points, with reference to this fund, to which I wish to direct 
the attention of the Government. 

I cannot collect from the Under-Secretary’s letter whether the covenants 
and conditions of the trust-deed have been strictly observed by Duncan 
Chisholm or George Mathews. 

It is right to state, that deed was not drawn up as the Under-Secretary’s 
letter would imply, with the full approval of the Presbyterian body whose 
interests were involved therein that body remained ignorant of the contents 
of the deed for a long period after its execution. 

The Moderator of the Presbytery has not, I believe, received an annual 
abstract of the expenditure from the trustees, and an account of the nature 
and extent of the expenditure has been distinctly refused. 1 believe it is an 
error to suppose, as the Under-Secretary’s letter assumes, that no complaints 
have been made on the part of those interested in this fund, for I hare taken 
the extract which I beg to enclose to j'our Excellency from a letter sub- 
mitted to me, and written on the 9th instant by Mr. Fraser, of Limerick a 
S - r pectabl e gentleman, and an elder and member of the Presbytery’ of 

This extract confirms the representations made to me personally, that the 
Presbytery have had no information supplied to them as to the position or 
application of this fund, and that remonstrances have been urged on the 
Government without effect. 

I am happy to learn that Dim can Chisholm or George Mathews has never 
been authorized to take the position which my letter assigned to him. I would 
have been glad to hear that he had not become obnoxious to any considerable 
number of the Presbyterians in Ireland. 

The 
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The Chief and Under Secretary I believe know, that on his own authority 
and order to Doctor Cooke, this clerk enjoined the non-payment of Regium 
Donum, in one instance, without the cognizance of the Government ; and that 
he has been allow ed, as I stated in my former letter, to carry on with the heads 
and ministers of the Presbyterian congregations in Ireland, a correspondence 
which, from its character and import, might have been more properly con- 
ducted by stunt* member of the Government. 

Tim Chief and Under Secretary know that the practice of having all cor- 
respondence with the Moderators and other proper authorities of the various 
Presbyterian bodies conducted by the Chief or Under Secretary, and not by a 
clerk, is a very' great improvement, adopted in consequence of very just 
remonstrance so recently as last year, when the present Moderator and a 
deputation were courteously informed of the alteration. 

Considering how important it is that the character and position of every 
person enjoying the confidence of the Irish Government, and holding an 
important appointment in Dublin Castle, should he free from all imputation, 
and recollecting how necessary it is that the conduct of one entrusted with the 
control of a public trust-fund, designed for the maintenance of religious com- 
munities in Ireland, should appear above all suspicion, I feel constrained to ask 
your Excellency to direct that the information which I seek by this letter 
should be furnished to me, that I may lay it before those members of the 
Munster Presbytery who have communicated with me on the subject, without 
any avoidable delay. 

If the information I ask for should tend to exonerate Duncan Chisholm, or 
George Mathews, from those charges which have been urged against him, it 
ought to go far to inspire the Presbytery with the belief that the trust-fund 
has been well administered, and perhaps create a conviction that he is the best 
person the Government could engage “ in the distribution of Regium Donum ” 
in Ireland. 

The following are the points, my Lord, on which I beg to ask for inform- 
ation : 

Whether the person referred to in the Under-Secretary’s letter of the 3d 
instant, as “ Mr. George Mathews, now and for some time a clerk in the 
Chief Secretary’s office,” is the identical Duncan Chisholm who absconded 
from Inverness several years ago, and who subsequently assumed the name of 
George Mathews ; and if so, whether he absconded owing monies to some of 
the poor inhabitants of that town whose debts are still unpaid, and who till 
recently were led to believe he was dead. Whether he is an uncertified or 
undischarged bankrupt, according to the law of Scotland. If he enlisted in 
the 53d regiment, was promoted to be a seijeant, and afterwards reduced to 
the ranks. Whether his creditors at Inverness were made acquainted with his 
existence in 1842, and of the Board of Inquiry of that year, and had an oppor- 
tunity given to them of substantiating their charges and claims against him 
before that Board. Whether he is the identical George Mathews named in 
the enclosed officially certified copy of marriage, and whether his father’s 
name was not William Chisholm. Whether the trust-fund of about 4,000 l. is 
quite safe, and whether the interest it should yield has been duly applied, and 
if the covenants arid conditions of the trust-deed have been observed. Whe- 
ther the Moderator has received the yearly abstract of expenditure from the 
trustees, and if the statements contained in the extract from Mr. Fraser’s 
letter, which I beg to enclose, are without foundation. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) John Sadlcir. 
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Enclosure of Mr. Sadleir ' s Letter of 22 March 1849. 

Extract from Mr. Prater's Letter, dated 9 March 1849. 

“ Au that l can say upon the subject that these several communications allude to, 
vrz. the fund which ought in justice to be under the control of the Munster Presbytery, 
is, as 1 formerly stated to you, that Mr. Mathew* hoids so fur the control over it that he 
appears as one of the trustees on the bond, Mr. Hutcheson, of Tantleragee, as another, and 
Mr. Wilkinson, of Tipperary, as a third ; and, as to the appointment of these trustees, that 
I am not aware that the Presbytery of Munster, the parties most particularly interested, ever 
were consulted ; on the contrary, I have reason to believe that they were not. I am given 
to understand that Mr. Hutcheson acts as trustee of this fund, but how the monies arising 
out of it are disposed of, or by whose authority they are expended, 1 have never been able 
to learn : the Presbytery, up to this date, never have received any account of them, although 
the Government have been remonstrated with upon the subject. It has been stated to me 
(but I am not aware that the bond carries any such clause), that at the expiry of five years 
from its original date, viz. the year 1H48, the fund would reach 5,000 l, and then become 
available : tv* n if tins clause is in existence, still the trustees are bound to give annually an 
account of their intromissions, and 1 state decidedly ami distinctly that the Presbytery ot 
Munster never have been put in possession of any such statement. The Presbytery, as a 
body, remonstrated with Government, but have got no redress; in fact there has been every 
disposition shown by the party who has the immediate charge of this fund to withhotd every 
information from the Presbytery respecting it. 

“The meeting of the Presbytery takes place early in May next, when this case will be 
submitted to them. I would be inclined to urge an immediate consideration of it by that 
body, but you are aware they live far apart from each other, and the expense of travelling, 
to parties whose means are so very smalt, makes a severe inroad upon their incomes. 
Mr. Wilson has already expended upwards of 50 (. connected with Presbytery business ; 
and as there is no fund for such purposes, it cannot be expected that individuals will subject 
themselves to such heavy outlay. 



LETTER from the Under- Secretary to John Sadleir , Esq., m. p. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 12 May 1849. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant, in reference to your letter of the 
22d of March last, to inform you that his Excellency has, since that period, 
caused further inquiries to be made on the subject to which it refers. 

In reply I have now to state, as regards the observation in your com- 
munication, “ That you hope it is not supposed that you represented Duncan 
Chisholm or George Mathews as guilty of forgery,” that the allusion in my 
letter to that point was founded upon the document which you forwarded, and 
which purported to be a copy of a reward offered for Duncan Chisholm, who is 
therein stated to be charged with the crimes of fraud and forgery. 

As regards Duncan Chisholm or George Mathews (for my former letter was 
not intended to leave any doubt as to that gentleman, now in this office, having 
once borne the former designation) having dishonestly absconded from Inver- 
ness, his Excellency has received from Mr. Mathews an explanation of the 
circumstances under which he left that town, from which it would appear that 
the charge made is quite unfounded ; Mr. Mathews did not leave Inverness for 
several months after his whole property had been handed over to the Court of 
Bankruptcy, living publicly there during that period. 

Within the last month he has revisited that town, and inquired as to the 
result of the proceedings in the Court of Bankruptcy. He ascertained that all 
admitted creditors had been long since paid, and that for the few disputed 
claims unsettled, the parties connected with which are dead, there remained 
sufficient assets to meet those demands. 

The Lord Lieutenant is. therefore, led to believe that the information conveyed 
to you, as to the entire of the many debts due by Mr. Mathews to indigent 
people remaining still unliquidated, is not in accordance with the fact. As to 
the term “ uncertified bankrupt,” Mr. Mathews states that such a term is not 
known in Scotland. He states that he passed two examinations before the 
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Sheriff, as required, gave up all that he had, and received personal protection ; 
that after a certain period (long since elapsed) the trustee or assignee, by the 
law of Scotland, is to apply to the court for leave finally to close, and if no 
objection is made, the sequestration is considered as virtually at an end without 
any formal discharge. The Lord Lieutenant, therefore, has no reason to believe 
that Mr. Mathews “ absconded ” from Inverness, that he owes large debts to 
the inhabitants of that town, or that he is regarded by his former fellow citizens 
in the light which the information communicated by you would lead his Excel- 
lency to suppose. 

In reference to the inquiry held in the year 1842, I have to state that the 
subject referred to the Commissioners was in no way connected with the claims 
of the supposed creditors of Mr. Mathews •, but circumstances having been 
stated in the course of the inquiry having reference to the period of his sojourn 
at Inverness, and calculated to affect his character, the Board felt it their duty 
to inquire into these matters. It is needless to add, that those parties who 
originally preferred claims against Duncan Chisholm were not made acquainted 
with the existence of a board of inquiry into matters with which they had no 
concern, nor indeed were such parties known to exist, and you must be aware 
that it was not before any such tribunal that their pecuniary claims could be 
substantiated. 

As regards Mr. Mathews having enlisted in the 53d regiment, such is perfectly 
true, as well as that he was four or five months a serjeant; then reduced, but 
afterwards promoted beyond that rank to be staff military clerk in the brigade 
office, Dublin. Mr. Mathews has produced a testimonial as to his character and 
conduct while in that department, and he states that all these facts were known, 
to the Government when he was introduced into the civil department, where he 
is now employed. 

The Lord Lieutenant did not fail to ask for an immediate explanation with 
reference to the certificate of marriage, a copy of which was enclosed in your 
letter. Mr. Mathews’ explanation is, that the notice given to the licensing 
minister was in liis own handwriting, and there was no column in it for the 
names of parents ; that the declaration which he afterwards subscribed before 
the licensing minister contained no such column, and these two documents, the 
license was issued, and the certificate filled up ; that the marriage took place 
on the 2d February 1847, and the parties having to be at the railway at half- 
past eight, to overtake the nine o’clock Holyhead steamer, while the church, 
could not legally be open until eight o’clock, they had time merely, with the 
witnesses, to sign the certificate, which the minister afterwards filled up, and on. 
Mr. Mathews’ return, six weeks afterwards, asked him his father’s name, which, 
he said was William : the minister inferred the surname to be the same as that 
borne by the son. 

As regards the trust fund to which your letter again refers, I have only 
to state that his Excellency has no reason to doubt it is properly administered, 
according to the terms of the trust deed ; but if any person interested has well- 
founded ground for supposing such not to be the case, the trustees can be held 
accountable ; you have, however, stated no fact which leads to such a suppo- 
sition. In reference to this subject, the Lord Lieutenant desires to forward for 
your information a copy of certain resolutions adopted at a recent meeting of 
the presbytery of Munster, which will show that that body is satisfied with the 
administration of the fund ; and with reference to the presbytery of Munster 
not having been consulted at the period when this trust was created, it is to be 
observed that at that period the presbytery of Munster was not recognized by 
the synod of Munster, from whom, they withdrew ; but the seceding body was 
consulted, though not as a presbytery, and with their consent the two senior 
laymen of the two oldest congregations were approved for trustees. 

Notwithstanding the statements made to you by Mr. Fraser, an extract from 
whose letter you enclose, there appears no reason to doubt the accuracy of the 
statement made in my former letter, in reference to this fund. The Lord 
Lieutenant has only to add, that he has seen a statement of the accounts of the 
trustees, which appears to him to be quite satisfactory. 

His Excellency has, you will perceive, not failed to give his careful atten- 
tion to the subject referred to in your communication, and he does not consider 
that there are any other matters therein which call for remark. The Lord 

Lieutenant 
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lieutenant has, however, to observe that should any further charges be 
brought forward against Mr. Mathews, he considers it but proper that that 
gentleman should he made acquainted with the names of his accusers, and that 
he should not bo called upon to answer statements which are made through 
another person, who cannot, of course, be held responsible for their accuracy. 

I have, &c. 

'signed) 7'. N. Reding ton. 



Enclosure of the Under- Secretary’s Letter of 12 May 1849. 

At the half-yearly Meeting of the Pie»bytery of Munster, held at Summer Hill, County of 
Meath, on the 2d May 1«4», the Rev. J. C. M'Cuilagh, Moderator, in the Chair : 

Inter alia. 

Dr. Trotter, one of the trustees of the Presbyterian Missionary Fund, having stated that 
representations were circulated by persous neither members nor under the control of this 
presbytery, to the effect that the account of this fund had been withheld from the presby- 
tery, 'to their great dissatisfaction, and upon this and other grounds reflecting on Mr. 
Matthew*, also a trustee, delivered to the presbytery a full account of the management of 
the fund, up to the 1st November 1848. 

The presbytery, having heard the statements of Dr. Trotter, resolved, — 

1st. That the account of the management of the said fund now presented be, and is 
hereby deemed, most satisfactory, a saving of 800/. having been added to the capital, 
making now 5,t>00 1. in ali. 

2d. That the presbytery, being aware of the current expenditure of the fund, never 
thought it necessary to ask an account from the trustees, and that any report of such being 
withheld or refused is totally groundless. 

3d. That the presbytery hereby express their approbation of the management of the 
fund by the trustees, who,’ while they have added largely to the original fund, have also 
generously aided the missionary operations of this presbytery in the south of Ireland. 

4th. That as reports have been made reflecting on Mr. Mathews, one of the trustees, as 
to the management of the fund, which reports are untrue, the presbytery hereby declare 
their sympathy with Mr. Mathews, under the circumstances ; heartily approve ol his 
labours for the extension of their principles ; express their entire satisfaction with his 
conduct in reference to the expenditure of said fund, and their assurance that he will use 
his best endeavours, with the other trustees, in the management of the fund, to secure the 
advancement of pure religion, and retain the confidence which this presbytery repose in 

* 1 ' m ' (signed) Joseph C. M'Cullagk, 

Moderator. 

James del and. 

Clerk of Presbytery. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary to Mr. James Slack. 
gi Xj Dublin Castle, 1 1 November 1 850. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to inform you that his Excellency has 
had under his consideration the evidence given by you before the Commission 
which recently investigated the transactions connected with Mr. George 
Mathews. 

In that evidence you admit that you were employed by Mr. Mathews in 
receiving money at the Treasury for annuitants on the Concordatum Fund, as 
agent for those parties, although not acquainted with them or appointed by 
them, and that this proceeding you regarded as a matter of business. 

The intimate acquaintance you must have had with the mode of conducting 
Concordatum business, from your frequent employment by Mr. Mathews in the 
preparation of books, &c., when the certificates must have been constantly 
under your observation, can leave no doubt hut that you must have had ample 
opportunity of knowing that such proceedings were irregular ; to say nothing 
of the impropriety that should naturally have suggested itself to you, of repre- 
senting yourself as the agent of a party from whom you had no authority, in 
- b 3 order 
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order to draw public money from a public department. His Excellency cannot 
but feel, therefore, that your conduct has disqualified you for continuing in the 
public service, and he has accordingly given directions for your removal. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Jiedwgton. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary to Mr. Francis Curtis. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 11 November 1850. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to inform you that his Excellency has had 
under his consideration the evidence given by you before the Commission which 
recently investigated the transactions connected with Mr. George Mathews. 

It appears that on 17 different occasions, during a period of three years, you 
deliberately signed your name as the agent of annuitants on the Concordatum 
Fund, from whom you must have been aware that you had no authority to act, 
and which signature thus improperly affixed to the registry, you must have 
been aware, deprived the department of the checks imposed’ for securing the 
safe issue of public money to the parties properly entitled to receive it. 

Your defence is, that you were not aware at the time that you acted incor- 
rectly ; even admitting this view of the case, the Lord Lieutenant does not feel 
that any person should be continued in the public service who is so incapable 
of rightly judging as to be unable to see any incorrectness in the deliberate 
act of falsely signing himself as the agent for the receipt of money of a party 
whose authority he has never received, of whose very existence he is unaware, 
and to whom he is quite unknown. 

I am therefore directed to inform you that his Excellency has felt it necessary 
to cause your removal from the public service. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. iV. Redington. 



LETTER from Mr. Francis Curtis to the Under-Secretary. 

27, Upper Mount Pleasant, Rathmines, 
Sir, 18 November 1850. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication, F. 6 sg§, dated 11th 
instant, conveying his Excellency’s commands to dispense with my services in 
the Fines and Penalties Office ; and as it is of the utmost importance to my 
character that I should detail every circumstance which led to the cause assigned 
by his Excellency for my removal from the public service, I hope you will not 
deem it too presumptuous to trespass so much upon your time. 

In the month of October 1838, the Under-Secretary, at the recommendation 
of the Hon. Colonel Phipps, was pleased to appoint me to the Tithe Million 
Office, just then opened at the Castle, over which Mr. George Mathews was 
placed as secretary. 

After a short period he was in the habit of bringing, from time to time, 
various official documents from the Chief Secretary’s department (where he 
held other appointments) to be copied by one or other of the clerks in the tithe 
department, who wrote a good hand ; and a considerable deal of such business 
was done in the office, in which I and several other clerks were employed. 

Early in December 1838, he brought into this office some Concordatum 
papers, and two large registry hooks of that fund ; one containing the names of 
annuitants for 1837, the other (a new one) intended for 1838, and directed 
that the lists of names in the former should be copied into the latter ; and from 
that tune forward, at the close of each year, similar lists were prepared by 
me and also by different other clerks in the department, by direction of Mr 
Mathews. 

Before 
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Before the expiration of each year the printed forma of certificates for the 
Concordatum allowance were usually despatched from this office to the an- 
nuitants by Mr. Mathews, assisted by the clerks, requiring them to state in the 
blank spaces, their respective residences ; the name and address of a person to 
act as agent. And the clergyman and churchward ns of the parish, as well as 
the constabulary officer of the district, had to certify on each of these forms the 
existence and identity of the party entitled to receive payment for that year ; 
and as no other proof was required of existence or identity of person but this 
document — such 1 had before me — therefore I most respectfully submit, it {*annot 
be supposed that I was unaware of the existence of the annuitant, having before 
me the required voucher to satisfy me on that point. 

It was customary for some of the annuitants, residing at a distance, to return 
their certificates without naming any person to act as agent, with a request that 
Mr. Mathews would draw and remit their money, or authorize some person to 
do so. This important fact can be satisfactorily ascertained from persons who 
saw the communications to that effect, now holding respectable appointments 
in public offices ; and such papers could be found, no doubt, with their certifi- 
cates, in the office of the Paymaster of Civil Services. 

During my time in the Tithe-office such cases as I have just mentioned were 
occasionally attended to about Christmas, when Mr. Mathews would direct any 
clerk, next to hand, to draw the money for the party ; and whenever he sent me 
on such business, I always obtained a bank post bill for the amount, drawn in 
favour of the annuitant, laid it before, him, and afterwards put it under cover, 
sealed and addressed to the party entitled to receive it ; and in evidence of 
having done so, made an entry opposite the name of the annuitant, in the 
Concordatum registry, of the number of the bank hill, the amount, and the 
date when forwarded ; then signed my name to it, solely as an official memo- 
randum of the transaction, under the impression that I was doing a correct act. 
Could I for one moment doubt the propriety of obeying directions, coming as 
they did from a man holding such high and so many official appointments ? 
Could I suppose that he was otherwise than what he appeared to be, an officer 
worthy of the great trust reposed in him, and so highly appreciated by many 
of the first in this country ? When they were deceived, how could it he expected 
that I, an humble individual, could read his character and his intentions more 
clearly than those acting in concert with him for many years, possessing a 
superior judgment, and a better opportunity of knowing him ? I had no access 
to his accounts ; I could not analyse his mind ; I had no means of judging 
of his acts, and I knew him not hut as a public officer, to whom I am not in- 
debted for any appointment, nor have X ever received any favour from him. 

I have already mentioned that the late Mr. Drummond (Under-Secretary), 
through the recommendation of the Hon. Colonel Phipps, appointed me to 
that office, and it may also be necessary for me to state how 1 got removed 
from it in July 1840. It so happened that while employed there, I prepared, 
hy desire of the late Mr. Blake (then Chief Remembrancer) an important return 
called for by Parliament, relating to the schools under the Board of National 
Education ; and having completed it very much to his satisfaction, he was so 
kind as to appoint me to the Fines and Penalties Office under his charge, it 
being a permanent one, and in which office I have served up to the date of 
your communication. 

With respect to the observation that my defence was “ that I was not aware 
at the time that I acted incorrectly,” I beg leave, with all due deference, to 
say that I was neither called upon to make a defence, nor did I feel that I had 
anything to defend. 1 simply replied to the queries put to me, as well as I could, 
after so long a period, about circumstances that made no impression on my 
mind ; and as a proof of my unconsciousness of any premeditated wrong on my 
part, I appeared before the Commissioners on the instant, the morning I 
received their summons, without deliberation, perfectly ignorant of the nature 
of the examination : whereas, if I had any cause to fear, 1 would naturally have 
first ascertained from parties previously examined (with some of whom I was 
intimately acquainted) the nature of the questions likely to be pul to me, so as 
to be prepared to answer them. 

In your communication it is also stated that I acted without authority from 
the annuitants. I had no immediate power from them, but Mr. Mathews had 
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received communications from those parties requesting him to draw, and remit 
their money, or authorize some person to do so ; I therefore conceived I was 
simply performing an act of duty, by drawing and forwarding it. to them in the 
safe manner I did, in accordance with their own wishes, and by direction of a 
superior officer ; and if any error attached to the deed, I was not aware of it ; 
for in doing it or any other transaction of my life, I have never been influenced 
by a wrong or improper motive. In all cases I have performed my duty to the 
best of my judgment and ability, fearlessly and conscientiously (testimonials to 
that effect can be produced to prove and vindicate my character, not a few, hut 
many of high degree), and I now most respectfully submit that I have com- 
mitted no wilful offence deserving the unceasing penalty inflicted on me, and 
on my family solely dependent on me for support, for what occurred through 
an error of judgment, more than 10 years ago, but an error from which no evil 
emanated through my acts, for all money drawn by me for the annuitants was 
received by them, and which can be proved by the documents connected with 
the Fund. 

After this clear and unvarnished statement of occurrences which led to the 
result calling for this explanation, I hope you will be pleased to reconsider my 
case, and move his Excellency to replace me in the situation from which I have 
been removed, and not throw me, and my unoffending family, at my time of life, 
on an unpitying and severe world, disqualified by my dismissal from ever again 
holding any office of trust, or gaining by my exertions what I have always done, 
an honest livelihood, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Francis Curtis. 



LETTER from Mr. James Black to the Under-Secretary. 

9, Leinster-street, Dublin, 

Sir, 18 November 1850. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th 
instant (F. sW), informing me that in consequence of certain evidence given 
by me before the Commission of Inquiry, relating to Mr. George Mathews, 
my removal from the public service had been decided on by his Excellency. 

Against this decision I beg most respectfully to remonstrate, on the following- 
grounds, to which I humbly but earnestly entreat your attention. 

The cause of my being thus severely dealt with seems to me chiefly for 
irregularity in my having received certain sums of money from the Concor- 
datum Fund, as agent for parties with whom 1 was not acquainted, and who 
had not authorized me so to do. 

To this I beg leave to reply and explain, that it was the practice of many of 
the annuitants on this fund to apply by letter to Mr. Mathews, from year to 
year, requesting him. to have their allowances drawn for them ; they leaving 
the blank space in the certificate to be filled by him with the name of any 
person he might think proper to appoint. Many of such letters will be found 
amongst the papers handed by me to the Commissioners, to which I humbly 
beg reference. 

The cases in which I received these monies (which do not, to the best of my 
recollection, exceed six or eight, if so many) are, I have strong reason fo 
believe, all of this class ; that is to say, the cases of parties who were properly 
entitled to receive these monies, and who did actually receive them. I was 
induced to believe that in being the medium of drawing these sums from the 
Treasury, I was not only performing my duty, being so directed to do by my 
superior officer, but that I was also doing an act of kindness for poor widows 
and others, who, having no friend in Dublin whom they could entrust to 
receive their allowances, were obliged to resort to this mode of doing so. 
Numerous letters will also be found amongst the papers, thanking Mr. Mathews 
for the trouble thus taken in receiving and forwarding these sums. 

Furthermore, Sir, I beg to submit that every act of the kind which I did was 
by the special direction of Mr. Mathews, a Government officer under whom I 
served at the time in a very subordinate capacity ; that a blank having been left 
by the annuitants in the certificates, to be filled by Mr. Mathews, and my name- 
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having been inserted by him, or at his instance, I had reason to suppose 
myself a bond fide agent, legally authorized to act for them. If I erred in so 
believing, it was, I humbly submit, an error of judgment, and one which I 
shared in common with many persons of the highest respectability, and who 
cannot be suspected of collusion. Some of the persons so receiving hold 
official situations in your office, whom to name now cannot he necessary, and 
might seem invidious, and some are employed in other branches of the public 
service. 

Neither, Sir, was there anything like concealment in the matter on my part. 
My name was duly signed in a proper record kept in the office, and the 
number and amount of the post bill, or other remittance, by which the money 
was forwarded to the respective annuitants, was also entered 

Another point. Sir, to which I would beg specially to entreat your atten- 
tion is, that these transactions took place about eight years since, to the beat of 
my recollection, and that I was not at the time, as is inferred in your letter, 
employed by Mr. Mathews “ in the preparation of the books, &c. ’ It was not 
until the lapse of two or three years after the period of my receiving these 
monies that. I was employed in preparing the Concordatum books, or could 
have had the certificates “ under my observation.” These points can very 
easily be established by reference to the documents which 1 humbly pray may 
be ordered. 

1 may, perhaps, be permitted here to add, that these transactions took place 
very shortly after my arrival in Dublin from a remote rural district, necessarily 
ignorant of the strict order of official business, holding no higher office than 
that of messenger, and in years very little past boyhood. 

It can scarcely be necessary for me to remind you, Sir, that many' weighty 
reasons existed for my placing implicit reliance in the integrity of Mr. 
Mathews. He seemed at the time, and for many years after, to possess the. 
entire confidence of the Irish Government, inasmuch as he was entrusted with, 
the administration of the Tithe Million Fund, also of the Regium Donum, 
amounting to 30,000/. per annum, as well as other important trusts. It was, 

I humbly submit, not to have been expected that I should question his mode 
of transacting a matter of so comparatively trifling a nature as that of paying 
a Concordatum allowance ; the more especially as there was no reason what- 
ever for supposing that any fraud was intended. 

1 beg permission here to state that the Concordatum certificates which 
passed through, my hands since I commenced having the preparation of the 
books, &c. were only those which were returned through the post-office when 
filled up by the annuitants, and those which were left at the office by any of 
them who lived in Dublin. They were all duly certified by the usual authori- 
ties, and were, to the best of my belief, all genuine documents. Those which 
were not genuine I never saw, nor did I know they existed until they were 
produced for judicial investigation. This will the more easily be understood 
when it is home in mind that I was not present in the office during the time 
of pnvinent of Concordatum. My regular duties required me elsewhere, and 
when the hooks were written up and handed over to Mr. Mathews, my business 
with them terminated, which was before payment commenced. 

Particular explanation may, perhaps, be necessary , with reference to that 
part of my evidence which related to certain bank drafts, which I was employed 
by Mr. Mathews to get cashed in or about 1843 or 1844. I was required by the 
Commissioners to state generally what monies I had received from Mr. Mathews ; 

I immediately mentioned such as occurred to my memory ; but I beg to submit, 
that it is not surprising that after a lapse of five or six years some should have 
been forgotten by me, which was the fact. I neither had, nor could have,, any 
possible motive for concealing such transactions. It will, I liope, be admitted 
that it is not always easy, after the lapse of years, to recollect every act m winch 
one may have been engaged, without due time for reflection. If the latter had 
been allowed me, or mv memory had been refreshed Viy a sight of the papers, 
I would have remembered, and' doubtless told all I knew of the transactions 
now alluded to. 

I would beg to add, while on this head, that in the course of my subsequent 
connexion with the Loan Fund Board, as their clerk, it was part of ray regular 
duty to collect money remittances from the several hanks m Dublin. ^ uis, 

‘ 270 . ^ * 
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I trust, will be thought an additional reason for my not immediately calling to- 
mind the particular transaction to which I have above referred. 

I would further beg permission to add, that I felt no reluctance in giving any 
information which I possessed respecting Mr. Mathews. I told all I knew, and 
swore to all I could conscientiously. The Commissioners appeared, and perhaps 
naturally so, to have expected information which I did not afford, because 
I eoulcl not. 

I humbly trust, Sir, you will be pleased to bear with this necessarily length- 
ened statement in self-defence ; justice to myself and to my friends requires 
that I should go into these particulars. It was, I humbly submit, my misfor- 
tune, not my crime, to have had official connexion with Mr. Mathews." 

The annexed testimonials, which I could easily multiply if necessarv, will 
testify as to the character I have borne through life. I also beg reference may 
be made to the Loan Fund Board, and to their printed reports, for testimony as 
to the integrity and accuracy in business matters of their officers, of which 
I formed one : during upwards of four years in which I served in their office 
as clerk, large sums of money constantly passed through my hands, without the 
shadow of imputation on my character. 

I also beg reference to R. N. Matlieson, esq., of your office, to whom I have 
been known for some years. 

Finally, Sir, I humbly but most earnestly appeal to your justice and humanity, 
that you will move a reconsideration of this case by his Excellency, taking into 
account the circumstances above set forth (nearly all of which are capable of 
proof by reference to the documents in your possession), and not inflict, without 
the closest investigation, a punishment so severe as the loss at once of mv 
character and situation, thus depriving me of subsistence through life, and the 
means of obtaining it elsewhere. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) James Black. 



Enclosure of Letter from Mr. James Black, of 18 November 1850. 

I am most happy u> certify on behalf of Mr. James Black, that I have known him most 
intimately for 10 years past; he has been a regular and consistent member of the Pres- 
byterian congregation in Dublin, under my care ; I have had ample opportunities of 
judging of his character and conduct, and I do most unhesitatingly state that both have 
been unblemished, upright, and amiable, as far as known to me. 

I believe him to be utterly incapable of doing any thing morally wrong, knowing it to be 
so; and I am persuaded that any irregularity in his official duties that may be attributable to 
him, must have arisen from his having placed implicit confidence in an individual who 
was his immediate superior in the office, while he was lumself inexperienced in his duties, 
having only then recently entered the service. 

Under these circumstances I beg leave most respectfully, but most strongly, to recom- 
mend his case to the favourable consideration of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. 

(signed) William Wilson, Minister, 

Dublin, 18 November 1850. Presbyterian Church, Lower Gloucester-street. 



We, the undersigned Elders of the Presbyterian congregation of Gloucester-street; 
Dublin, having had long and ample opportunities of observing Mr. Black’s character, entirely 
concur in the foregoing letter or recommendation. 

(signed) James F. Duncan, m. d., 19, Gardiner’s Place. 

William B. Herron, 6, Lower Sackville-street. 
John Held, 3, Upper Sheriff-street. 

Peter Blyth, Church-road. 

John Ham n Reid, 1, Clonliffe-parade. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary to Mr. Francis Curtis. 

_ Dublin Castle, 21 November 1850. 

I have to inform you that the Lord Lieutenant has considered your letter 
of the 18th instant, but sees no ground for altering the decision arrived at in 
jour case. 

I am, &c. 

Mr. Francis Curtis. (signed) T. N. Redington. 
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LETTER from the Under- Secretary to Mr. James Black. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 21 November 1850. 

With reference to your memorial of the 18th instant, 1 am directed by the 
Lord Lieutenant to inform you that his Excellency has considered your memo- 
rial, but sees no ground for altering the decision arrived at in your case. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Redington. 



LETTER from Mr. James Black to the Under-Secretary. 

Sir, 9, Leinster-street, Dublin, 5 December 1850. 

Referring to your letters of the 18th and 21st ultimo, I most respect- 
fully request you will be pleased to direct that a copy be furnished to me 
of that part of the report of the Commissioners which refers to me, and 
upon which my removal from the public service has been ordered by his 
Excellency. 

I beg further humbly to request that the names and other particulars, as set 
forth in the books, of the parties for whom 1 may have received money out of 
the Concordatum Fund, may also be furnished to me, or access to the books 
allowed me for the purpose of ascertaining them. I kept no record of the 
transactions in question, having handed over to the Commissioners all the 
papers, &e. in my possession, when required so to do, and after the lapse of 
eight or nine years it is not to be expected that I should accurately remember 
them. 

Hoping for a favourable answer to this reasonable application, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) James Black. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary to Mr. James Black. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 6 December 1 850. 

1 am directed by the Lord lieutenant to inform you that the request made 
by your letter of the 5th instant, cannot he complied with. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Redington. 



MEMORIAL from Mr. James Black to the Lord Lieutenant. 

My Lord, 31 December 1850. 

In taking the liberty of appealing direct to your Excellency in this unusual 
manner, I humbly trust that the exigency of the case will be considered as in 
some degree justifying such a step. I do so only after having tried, but with- 
out success, all other means in my power for obtaining from your Excellency’s 
government some mitigation of the exceedingly severe sentence gone forth 
against me. 

It will also, I hope, be taken into account that a wife and family are 
dependant upon me for support, and that with the stigma upon my character 
involved in the sentence of dismissal, it will be impossible to obtain subsistence 
for them. 

Humbly trusting that this brief explanation may be favourably received, and 
that the consideration of the enclosed document may induce an alteration of 
the sentence decreed against me, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) James Black. 



279- 
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May it please Your Excellency, 

With reference to an order for my dismissal from the public service, as communicated 
to me in a letter from Sir T. Redington, of the 1 1th ultimo, I now with the greatest 
respect beg permission to approach your Excellency with a brief lecapilulation of a 
respectful remonstrance which 1 had the honour of forwarding in reply thereto, but without 
success. Should your Excellency graciously be pleased to look into the case, I ant not 
without hope that a less severe punishment than one which involves ruin and disgrace, so 
far as it is possible under the circumstances to inflict them, will be deemed sufficient for any 
fault which I may be thought to have committed. It can scarcely be necessary for me to 
urge that your Excellency’s ban of dismissal closes necessarily against me every door of 
other employment for which I may be suited; and I would here request attention to the 
fact, that it was only after many years of assiduous attention to my duties, and I will add, 
good conduct, that I attained, from a comparatively humble one, to the situation of which 
I am now deprived, for an act, so termed, of “ irregularity ” or “ impropriety,” and even 
that surrounded as it is by many mitigating circumstances. I would here respectfully 
observe, that if by the term impropriety, as used in Sir T. Redington 's letter, there be 
implied any moral delinquency on my part, I must protest against such a construction, as 
I was and am utterly unconscious uf any guilty intention in the matter in question. This 
seems admitted in the case of numerous other persons, who, placed in tlyt same circum- 
stances, and equally obnoxious to punishment as I was, yet escape unharmed. 

Need I remind your Excellency of the estimation in which Mr. Mathews was held at 
tire time (now more than eight years since) when these transactions took place, and for 
long after. From the importance of the trusts committed to him, it was evident that he 
possessed the unlimited confidence of Government, and this during many successive 
administrations. Was it to be expected of me, holding as I did the most subordinate 
situation under him, that I should dispute or refuse to obey his orders in an official matter 
in which I had not the slightest reason to think fraud was contemplated, and one, more- 
over, in which it is not even asserted that any was committed ? 

Your Excellency will perceive from the letter of ISir T. Redington (a copy of which I 
beg pei mission to annex), that there is no allusion to the fact of any fraud having been com- 
mitted on the fund in consequence of any act of mine. 

For evidence as to the character I have sustained, I humbly beg reference to the Loan 
Fund Board, in whose office I served nearly five years, in a situation of trust ; also to the 
testimonials accompanying my letter to Sir T. N. Redington, including one since forwarded 
by the Rev. Mr. Kirkpatrick, moderator of the General Assembly in Ireland. 

Humbly trusting your Excellency will see the justice of reconsidering this case, and of 
so modifying the sentence issued against me as to leave me eligible for obtaining other 
employment, 

I have, 8tc. 

9, Leinster-street, Dublin, (signed) James Slack. 

31 December 1850. 



The following are the chief grounds on which I rest for my defence and vindication, with 
reference to Sir T. Reding ton’s letter of 11th November. For confirmation of my state- 
ments, I beg reference to the Concordatum books and papers in the possession of Govern- 
ment:— 

1. That no fraud was committed on the Concordatum Fund in any of die cases in 
which I was employed to receive. The parties for whom I drew the money were properly 
entitled to, and did actually receive it in every case. 

Note. — To ihe best of my recollection, I did not receive, in more than four or five cases, 
if so many, or in alL not more than 40 1, or 50 L 

2. That the annuitants having left a blank space in the certificate to be filled up by 
Mr. Mathews, with the name of any one he might think proper to receive for them, and 
he having appointed me for the purpose, I submit that I had reason to think myself autho- 
rized to act as agent for the parties, although not known to them. 

Note. — Numerous letters will he found amongst the Concordatum papers from the 
annuitants, requesting Mr. Mathews to have their money drawn and remitted to them. 

3. That Mr. Mathews was a highly-entrusted Government officer, and my superior in 
rank, whom, therefore, I was bound to obey in all official matters which I had not good 
reason for believing were in themselves improper; such reasons, I humbly submit, I had not 
in the cases in question. 

4. That, in so acting, I but followed the example of many other persons, some of them 
Government officials of long standing and of high respectability, and who, I presumed, were 
incapable of acting incorrectly ; I was very young at the time, and therefore more likely to 
he influenced by the example of persons of greater experience. 

5. That there was no concealment in the transactions in question; my name was duly 
signed in the proper register, and the number and other particulars of the post bill, by which 
the money was forwarded, also entered. 

There 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




DUNCAN CHISHOLM, alias GEORGE MATHEWS. 



21 



There was no of rale* or regulations to which I could refer for guidance, or which 
would show that there wa* any impropriety in so acting; and the Treasnry officers never 
questioned my being duly authorized to receive, although they well knew the circumstances 
under which 1 , and many other persons in similar cases, received these monies. 

In my lei ter to Sir T. Rcdinaton, I aUo requested particular attention to a grave inac- 
curtuy in hi? communication of the 11 th November, in which it is adduced as h principal 
reason for my dismissal, that at the time I received the sums in question, I was employed 
“ by Mr. Mathews in the preparation of the books. Sec., when the certificate must have teen 
constantly under my observation,” and that, therefore, “ I must have had ample oppor- 
tunities of knowing that such proceedings were irregular, tcc." Reference to the books will 
prove incontestably that I was not employed in preparing them for three years after the 
period of my receiving (and forwarding) the said sums. This reason for my dismissal, upon 
which such stress is laid, is consequently without foundation in fact. 

31 December 1 BS 0 . (signed) James Black. 



LETTER from the Chief Secretary to Mr. James Black. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 4 January 1851. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 31st ultimo, I am directed 
by the Lord lieutenant to acquaint you that it has received his Excellency’s 
attentive consideration, but that the Lord Lieutenant does not see any grounds 
for altering the decision already arrived at in your case. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) fVm. M. Somerville. 



MEMORIAL from Mr. Francis Curtis to the Lord Lieutenant. 

To His Excellency the Earl of Clarendon, k.g., g.c.b., Lord Lieutenant General 
and General Governor of Ireland, &c. &c. &c. : The humble Memorial of 
Francis Curtis, 

Most respectfully slioweth, 

That memorialist humbly approaches your Excellency for the purpose of 
submitting the enclosed statement, which from its length memorialist could not 
as fully explain in a memorial as in the form of a letter ; and for this deviation 
memorialist humbly hopes your Excellency will allow the deep importance of 
the subject to plead his excuse. 

And Memorialist will ever pray. 

(signed) Francis Curtis. 



No. 4, Upper Mount Pleasant, Rathmines, 
Please your Excellency, 5 February 1861. 

As an act of justice 1 implore your Excellency’s attention to the subject of this memorial; 
it contains simple and perfect truth ; the support and existence of myself and family depends 
upon your Excellency’s perfect understanding of my case. If I have the power of stating 
it clearly, I humbly liope it will satisfy your Excellency that my recent dismissal from the 
public service was not only unnecessary to the ends of justice in the inquiry which led to 
such removal, but uncalled for by any act of mine. 

On the 31 th November last, I received a letter from the Under-Secretary, stating that 
your Excellency felt it necessary to cause my removal from the public service ; and the 
following is a copy of the reasons stated for my dismissal : 

“It appears that on 17 different occasions, during a period of three years, you de- 
liberately signed your name as the agent of annuitants on the Concordatum Fund, from 
■whom you must have been aware that you had no authority to act, and which signature 
thus improperly attached to the registry, you must have been aware, deprived the depart- 
ment of the checks imposed for securing the safe issue of public money to the parties 
properly entitled to receive it.” 

1 he 'dismissal of a clerk from auy Government office for obeying the directions and 
instructions of his superior, being an occurrence so unusual in itself, leads me respectfully 
to presume that the true and entire circumstances of my case were unknown to your Excel- 
lency, and under that impfession 1 humbly venture, with the utmost respect and most perfect* 
2.70 C 3 confidence 
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confidence in your Excellency’s j ugtice ami consideration, to state them fullv end * 
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would I have attended the summons of the Commissioners instantly upon its receipt, 
unprepared and ignorant of the nature of the examination to which I should be subject, 
or the matter to te inquired into, when I u.uld have previously ascertained from parlies 
already examined the points I should have to explain ? And I now, with the most perfect 
truth, humbly be* leave ; assure your Excellency, that I neither withheld nor advanced 

anytti. ■•* with the intention o! euiieeuhti* any matter connected with the payment or receipt 
of these annuities. ' 1 

I do not, your Excellency, stand alone in this question. Many other clerks then ami 
now hold in* appointments under the Government, drew money for annuitants 011 the Con- 
cord a turn Fund by direction of Mr. Mathews, and signed the registry as I did; and in the 
Office ot Fine# hud Penalties, from which I have been dismissed, the individual who was 
promoted to be second clerk in my place, with a considerable increase of salary, formerly 
served under Mr. Mathews in the Tithe Million Office, and when so employed drew money 
tor annuitants on the Concordaium Fund, by his direction, and signed the registry in like 
manner as myself, has been thus re warded, ‘white I am cruelly deprived of a Government 
snuatmn which I had filled for more than 10 years, and a stigma cast upon mv character 
winch i have honourably sustained through life, tor doing in every respect precisely the 
same act as he and others did. ~ J 

l do not allude to these parties with a view that any of them should suffer, for in justice 
they ought nut, or to take shelter under their acts, but solely to lay before your Excellency 
the great wrong 1 teel has been done to myself; for 1 beg most humbly and respectfully to 
submit, that nothing but traudulent guilt or gross impropriety of conduct, made manifest by 
the clearest evidence, based upon disinterested and unquestionable testimony, ought to have 
caused such a signal mark of ruin and disgrace to have been visited upon an old public 
officer as his dismissal, and especially one who has expended the best energies of both body 
and mind for a period exceeding 37 years in the service of his country. 

Having thus, I hope, respectfully submitted to your Excellency tlie facts as connected 
with my unhappy case, I would most earnestly anti humbly solicit your merciful consider- 
ation ot them, in the anxious hope that what I have stated will show me to your Excellency 
as m truth t am, and not such as I have been represented; and as my youth and manhood 
were honourably spent m the service of my Sovereign, I entreat your Excellency will be 
graciously pleased to reappoint me to the situation 1 have been so unjustly deprived of or 
an appointment to one of equal salary, or otherwise deal with me by granting me remuner- 
ation by way of annuity for my past services and loss of office, and not permit my declining 
years to be embittered bv poverty and undeserved reproach, my peace of mind destroyed” 
and my unfortunate family cast upon the world’s wide waste without a home or shelter. ' 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Francis Curtis. 



LETTER from Mr. Francis Curtis to the Lord Lieutenant. 

4, Upper Mount Pleasant, Rathmines, 
My Lord, 20 February 185,1. 

Having placed in the hands of Sir Thomas Redington a memorial to your 
Excellency, dated the 5th instant, setting forth the great injustice which I 
conceive lias been done me by my dismissal from my situation in the Fines 
and Penalties Office, and not having received any acknowledgment of its 
receipt, or decision arrived at by your Excellency upon, its contents, which I 
had hoped you would have been 'graciously pleased to convey to me before 
now, I have most respectfully to solicit your Excellency will be so kind as to 
inform me if such a memorial has been submitted, and what decision your 
Excellency may have pronounced upon it. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Francis Curtis. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary' to Mr. Francis Curtis. 

Sir > Dublin Castle, 24 February 1851. 

Witii reference to your letter of the 20th instant, I am directed by the 
Lord Lieutenant to acquaint you that your dismissal was not directed without 
full consideration on the part of his Excellency, as you have been already 
informed, and that his Excellency sees no grounds for altering that decision. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Redington - 



-79- c 4 LETTER 
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LETTER from Mr. Francis Curtis to the Under Secretary. 

4, Upper Mount Pleasant, Rathmines, 
Sir, 26 February 1851. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24th, in reply to one 
of the 20th instant, which I had the honour to forward to the Lord Lieutenant, 
soliciting to be informed if his Excellency had received my memorial of the 
5th instant, and also what decision he had arrived at upon its contents. As 
your letter does not in any way allude to its receipt, and which was placed in 
your hands for submission to the Lord Lieutenant, by Joseph Denis Mullen, 
esq., I hare to request you will be pleased to inform me if you submitted that 
memorial to the Lord Lieutenant for a reconsideration, of my case, as it con- 
tained a true statement of facts connected with my dismissal, and which may 
not have been under the notice of his Excellency when deciding upon my 
removal from office. Requesting the honour of an answer, 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Francis Curtis. 



LETTER from the Under-Secretary to Mr. Francis Curtis. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 11 March 1851. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 26th instant, I have to 
acquaint you that the letter addressed to you on the 24th ultimo was written 
by direction of the Lord Lieutenant, after his Excellency had fully considered 
your memorial, which, with all the other papers on your case, have been laid 
before the Lord Lieutenant from time to time. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) T. N. Redingtan. 
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FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF INQUIRY. 



Concordatum and Civil Contingencies Funds. 



Wk, the Commissioners appointed by the Minute of the Lords of the Treasury, bearing 
date the 17th o( May 1850, to inquire into the conduct of Mr. George Mathews, late a 
junior clerk in the office of the Chief Secretary for Ireland, touching certain matters 
therein mentioned, have now the honour to submit our report in relation to the Concordatum 
and Civil Contingencies Funds for their Lordships’ information, together with explanatory 
schedules, prefacing the former with a brief statement of the mode in which we proceeded 
to arrive at the conclusions therein set forth. 

Our first step was to procure from the several public departments all such hooks and 
documents as might have any bearing upon our inquiry. We have, however, to observe, 
that those which had been exclusively m the keeping' of Mr. Mathews were in a state of 
such utter disorder— official documents relating to the various public services with which 
he had to do, being indiscriminately mixed up with his own private papers— as to render it a 
work of no ordinary labour to read, select, and classify them, which, irrespective of the 
voluminous official documents we had to read up, necessarily retarded our proceedings 
very considerably. In point of fact, we did not find amongst this undigested mass of 
papers, a letter book, account book, or any trace of records, such as are usually kept in a 
public office, with the exception of annual registries, since the year 1838, of the names of 
persons placed on the Concordatum and Civil Contingencies Funds; even those books 
w-ere so irregularly and imperfectly kept, and so interpolated, they would, were they to stand 
alone, afford ample and conclusive evidence of Mr. Mathews’ fraudulent practices. 

Our next proceeding was, to cause inquiries to be made through the medium of the 
Commissioners of the London and Dublin Police Forces, and other available official 
channels, regarding all persons whose names appear on the above registries from 2838 to 
1841*, inclusive, the period Mr. Mathews was in charge of this branch of the service. For 
this purpose, we furnished printed queries to be filled up by those employed on this duty. 

' , , f mean8 ' ant * bom the examination of several of "the annuitants, we have been 
enabled to ascertain various irregularities and abuses, and to detect numerous acts of gross 
malversation on the part of Mr. Mathews. Some of those cases we deemed it important Vide A PP cndis 

to report at once to the Treasury, and, at the same time, direct to the Irish Government, Jt 1 ') 0*) GO an <* 

with the view to their being submitted to the Attorney-general ; the result has been, that ^ K 0 

two true bills of indictment hare been found for embezzlement, against Mr. Mathews on rr i ,,, N 

the evidence procured by us. 3 I'Ve (II.) (Terson. 

and Sullivan.) 

\V e have to premise, that we have not been enabled to discover, from any of the books or 
documents placed in our hands, that there is, or ever was, any prescribed code of rules for 
the governance or management of these funds, or any defined or certain conditions or 
limitations, upon, or under which grants were made from the Concordatum Fund • they 
seem to have been variable according to the pleasure of the existing Lord Lieutenant ’or (as 
we have ascertained) subject to the caprice, and to suit the purposes of Mr. Mathews to 
whose sole and exclusive management this particular service appears to have been 
confided ; a confidence, we regret to say, helms most improperly and grossly abused in 
every feasible and imaginary manner, whenever, and as often as he found it his interest to 
do so, as we shall more fully point out and establish beyond question or doubt in the 
progress ol this Report. ’ 



i ^T lt \V? W ’ ho , weve [> *p convey a more clear and correct notion of the system pursue! 
by Mr. Mathews, by which he was enabled to carry into effect the malpractices advertec 
to, we shall in the first instance endeavour, as succinctly as possible, to show the natun 
and object of these funds, and, so far as our means of acquiring information discloses, ti 
place what would seem to be the proper and official course of procedure with regard to thei 
management, in jux la-position with the highly improper and unworthy expedients resortei 
to by Mr. Mathews to impose on the authorities, and bv such means to introduc 
surreptitiously the names of his own relatives and friends on the Concordatum list am 
likewise to defraud the public and several of the annuitants. 

Secondly, we propose to give extract!, from, what we infer, to be the rule, conditions 
or contingencies, under, or upon, which grants were usually made from the Concordat 
bund, and shall then proceed, in like maimer, to point out in what respects Mr. Mathew 
violated or set at nought each and every one of those rules or conditions, whenever he ha.' 
an object in view. 



Vide Appendix(F.) 
r«/eAppendix(H.) 



We 
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Vide Appendix 
(L.) and (Q.) 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (A.) 



Vide Schedule i, 
Appendix (Q.) 



Vide Schedule, 
Appendix (C.) 



Vide Schedule I. 
Appendix (D.) 



Fide Schedule i , 
Appendix (E.) 
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We should observe, however, that what we assume to be rules, conditions, &c., is mainly 
founded on information collected (rum scraps of paper, memoranda written on the margin 
of registries, copies of letters addressed to annuitants, all in the hand-writing of Mr. 
Mathews, or from official letters addressed by the Private Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant 
to applicants for relief, &e. 

Finally, we shall take leave to submit, for their Lordships’ consideration, such general 
observations as the circumstances connected with the transactions, hereinafter detailed, 
would seem to require, and to offer such suggestions as have occurred to us sis improve- 
ments on the present system of management, and whieh, in our opinion, will tend to 
frustrate, if they do not altogether prevent, any future attempts to commit fraud of a like 
character. 

We shall now proceed as proposed : 

1. The Concordatum Fund is a fixed annual grant of 4,476 /. 18 s. 8d,, which is wholly 
at the disposal of the Lord Lieutenant, who from time to time, as vacancies occur, makes 
grants to “decayed or necessitous persons requiring relief,” sometimes as gratuities, but 
more generally as annuities, either unconditionally or subject to such terms as the Lord 
Lieutenant may think fit to impose, adapted to each case. 

2 . The Queen's Bounty, or Civil Contingencies Fund, is an allowance that commenced 
in 1801 . Shortly after the Irish rebellion, a number of persons had claims on the Govern- 
ment, and the Lord Lieutenant of that, day gave them pensions, and that continued until 
1826, when the Treasury gave directions that no new person should be put on the list 
after that date ; it is diminishing as the present recipients die off. In 1838 it amounted 
to rather less than 1,660/., and in 1849 to a sum short of 1,000/., showing a decrease 
within 12 years of about 600 L 

As regards the official mode of procedure, it appears from documents in the hand-writing 
of Mr. Mathews : 

Observations. 

1. That grants from the above funds are 
payable between the 11th and 25th of De- 
cember. — See (Q.) and note at foot of (A.) 



Certificate of Identity, 



• 2 , Between the 5th and 20th of October 
in each year, a certificate of identity of the 
form annexed (A.) is transmitted from the 
Chief Secretary’s Office to the last known 
address of the annuitant, in order that it 
iuav be signed by the minister, churchwar- 
dens of the parish, and the constabulary 
officer of the district; and if the annuitant 
is desirous to appoint any particular person 
to receive the grant, the name of such per- 
son is to be inserted in the certificate, and 
the authority is to be signed by the an- 
nuitant. When perfected the certificate is 
returned to the Chief Secretary’s Office. 



2 . In order to be better enabled to carry 
out his frauds, Mr. Mathews had recourse 
to the following discreditable and dishonest 
expedients : in the year 1846, on a reprint 
of the Certificate (33.} he purposely and with- 
out any authority omitted the usual record 
of original appointment ; viz. “ in the year,” 
so that in the course of a short time all trace 
of the year in which the grant had been 
made would be thus lost. He also struck 
out the words, “ parties entitled to Concor- 
datuin are to appear personally at the office, 
unless sick.” (C.) 



Note . — Prior to 1841, no certificate of 
identity was required from persons receiving 
sirants from the Concordatum Fund, although 
it was from those paid out of the Civil Con- 
tingencies Fund, but in consequence of re- 
presentations made in the above year by 
the Paymaster of Civil Services to the Trea- 
sury, the Lord Lieutenant of that day 
consented that a similar certificate should 
thenceforward be furnished in every in- 
stance. 



In a large number of cases certificates 
were returned by annuitants residing in the 
country, without the names of authorized 
agents being inserted therein, as they ought 
to have been; or, Mr. Mathews, previously 
to transmitting the certificates, must, him- 
self have entered the names of persons of 
his own selection, as such agents, either 
with or without the consent of the annuitant, 
or of the individual so named, for we find 
that from year to year the names of no less 
than 14 (IX) different clerks, public office 
messengers, besides the names of some pri-. 
vate individuals were so inserted, the majority of whom informed us 
that the annuitants were not known to them. Mr. Mathews, in two or 
three instances that have come to light, waited on ministers and other 
authorities, and upon false representation procured their signatures 
to certificates of identity, the parties named therein being perfectly 
unknown to such authorities ; and he, Mr. Mathews, being cognizant 
at the time that the annuitants had recently died. ( E.) In a few 
cases we discovered that Mr. Mathews himself forged, or procured 
others to forge, the names of annuitants to certificates. 

3. “On 
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Observations. 

3. As this duty devolved exclusively on 
Mr. Mathews, he had it therefore in his 
pow er to deal with the preparation of this 
list as he might think fit ; an advantage he 
did not fail to avail himself of, for, notwith- 
standing the death of an annuitant (which 
he had ascertained by the certificate having 
been returned with a notification of the 
death), he retained the name on the list 
which he presented for official signature. By 
this means, together with a certificate pro- 
cured as above described, he had it in his 
power, by a further process which we shah 
presently advert to, to draw and pocket the 
grant. We have already noticed the altera- 
tion in Cite certificate, and have now to state 
that in the same year a corresponding altera- 
tion was made in the Annual Coucordatum 
Book, bv omitting the column for the ‘ date 
of grant.” 

4. Although this regulation points out 
that the names and amounts paid to the 
annuitants who dropped off, should be sent 
to the Private Secretary, nevertheless this 
very proper precaution was, in no instance, 
adhered to, as we could ascertain : on the 
contrary, Mr. Mathews was in die practice 
(as described in Mr. Bromley’s Report) of 
merely sending, direct to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant's Private Secretary, a memorandum 
of the sum at his Excellency’s disposal. 
The sum thus reported was under the proper 
and actual amount of the vacancies, conse- 
quently Mr. Mathews was thus enabled to 
introduce, surreptitiously, in the supple- 
mentary list, the names of his own friends, to which list he procured 
the signature of the Chief or Under Secretary, authorizing the Pay- 
master of Civil Services to pay the parties whose name appeared in 
it, and we have discovered, that in this way, he placed on the Concor- 
datum Fund, no less than 32 persons, as per list annexed (F.), all 
of whom with a few exceptions are, or were, members of the congre- 
gation of his own presbytery. These are ascertained cases. There 
are likewise several names on this fund which are not on the Lord 
Lieutenant’s authorized statement of all new appointments (G,), or, 
for which we could not find any official order ; it is therefore not 
unreasonable to assume, in the absence of any such authority, that 
these names were, under similar circumstances, surreptitiously placed 
on the annexed fist by Mr. Mathews. Certificates having been con- 
cocted in the manner above described, Mr. Mathews handed to the 
messengers and other parties whose names he had inserted therein, 
what he terms a “ check of identity,” together with the certificate, 
for the purpose of procuring the amount at the office of the Pay- 
master of Civil Services ; upon this authority, and without further 
inquiry, as it would seem, the party presenting" it received a check on 
the Bank of Ireland, which he brought to Mr. Mathews, who (having 
required it to be endorsed) retained it, or he, the messenger, pro- 
cured a post bill in favour of the annuitant, or cash (according to the 
directions he received), and handed the bill or cash to Mr. Mathews, 
who, in the cases referred to in the Appendix (H.), converted the money 
to his own use, or overheld it, evidently in two cases at least, with 
the full intention of pocketing it, had he not been, some months 
after, hard pressed for payment by the annuitants concerned. — See 
(I.) (J.) and (K). 

We beg to direct attention more particularly to the cases of Pene- 
lope Dawson, Eleanor Hunter, Frances Moore," and Alexander, Robert 
and James Patterson (see H,), persons for whom Mr. Mathews had 
volunteered his services, to have them placed on the fund, and whom 
he afterwards defrauded of their pittance. One of them, is a poor 
old woman, in indigent circumstances, and a real object of charity. 
There is another important matter connected with the certificate, 
which does not appear lo have attracted attention, namely, that, in 
■j 279. 1> 2 a large 



3. “ On the l*t of December (whether the 
whole of the certificates tbu« transmitted 
have been returned or not) the proper officer 
in the Chief Secretary’s Office prepare* a list, 
in duplicate, uf all the annuitant*, excluding 
of course all those who have died.” These 
list* arc then submitted for the signature of 
the Chief or Under Secretary, and are there- 
after sent to the Paymaster of Civil Services 
as his authority to pay the annuitants. The 
Stationery-office printer mast, in November, 
supply an annual book For registry, and also 
600 checks. Each pensioner must be known 
to the officer granting the checks, and this 
check of identity is, with the certificate, pre- 
sented at the Paymaster’s office by the pen- 
sioner, or the person authorized to draw the 
money. On the left hand corner of the 
check the name is written of the person 
authorized by the pensioner to draw the 
sum. 

4. AU deaths being ascertained about the 
20th of December, the names and amounts 
are sent to the Private Secretary, who sends 
a supplementary list, in duplicate, of the 
new* pensioners about the 1st of January, 
whose names are then entered upon the 
Coucordatum Book; certificates are supplied 
to them, and they are paid in the same man- 
ner as the old pensioners. The supple- 
mentary fist of the new pensioners is also 
furnished to the Paymaster of Civil Services, 
with the official letter directing the parties to 
be paid. 



Vide Schedule, 
Appendix (F.) 



Vide Schedule 1, 
Appendix (H.) 



Vide Schedule x, 
Appendix (I.) (J.) 
and (K.) 

Vide Schedule 1, 
Appendix (H.) 
Nos. 7, 8, g, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, J5, 
16, 17. 
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Observations. 

a large majority of cases, it had not the signature of a police officer, 
especially in the city of Dublin, and in many cases only one church- 
warden signed, and in some neither. 

It was of course the duty of Mr. Mathews to have seeu that all the 
requirements of the certificate were fulfilled ; hut this would not have 
answered his objects. We have to add, that we did not find amongst 
Mr. Mathews’ papers any one of the lists of the names of persons 
directed by the Lord Lieutenant to be placed in this fund, which we 
have ascertained was furnished yearly to him by the Lord Lieutenant’s 
Private Secretary. 



Vide Schedule 1 , 
Appendix (L.) 



Vide Schedule I, 
Appendix (M.) 
and (11.) 

Vide Schedule i, 
Appendix (N.) 

Vide Schedule i , 
Appendix (0.) 



Conditions upon which Grants are made. 



5 . Grants from the Concordatum Fund 
are made to decayed and necessitous persons 
requiring relief and are accounted payments 
in advance; and by a rule established by 
Lord Clareudon, it is not to exceed 10 L, 
and never anything to a second member of 
of the same family, and parties who become 
independent are not continued. (L.) 



6. If to two or more members of the same 
family, the grant to be continued to the sur- 
vivor, wholly or in part. 

7. To cease on marriage, and if to two or 
more members of the same family. 

8. To cease on the youngest attaining a 
certain age. 

9. If the annuitants leave the United 
Kingdom, their names are no longer con- 
tinued on the list. 



5. With very few exceptions there are no 
records to show whether, in each case, there 
were or not, any special conditions annexed 
to each grant. We therefore can only deal 
with this branch of our inquiry with refer- 
ence to ascertained instances in which Mi;. 
Mathews himself, for his own reasons, and 
to suit his own purposes, wilfully and know- 
ingly violated rules, which, of course, he 
must have been perfectly cognizant of. We 
have only to remark, generally, that we find 
some persons in the receipt of these bounties 
who, from their present position in life and 
other circumstances, no longer stand in need 
of, to them, such trifling sums. Amongst 
this number are three sisters-in-law of Mr. 
Mathews, whom he also contrived to place 
on the fund, in the first instance for 15 L 
each, and afterwards, in the case of two of 
them, to increase it to 20 1 . All this being 
directly at variance with the rule laid down, 
by the Lord Lieutenant, referred to on the 
opposite side. 

6. There does not appear to be any fixed 
practice on this point ; it seems to have been 
pretty much as Mr. Mathews pleased. 

7. See General Observations, and Appendix 
(M.) and (Li.) 

8. Vide General Observations, and Ap- 
pendix (N.) 

9. In the case of Mrs. Warner, whom we 
have been given to understand is in needy 
circumstances, ( see Appendix (O.), Mr. Ma- 
thews recommended to the authorities that 
parties residing abroad should be struck off 
the list, which was approved of, and he ac- 
cordingly struck off this lady’s name, and 
in the very same year he paid others then 
abroad, and has continued to do so. 



SdUGESTIONS AND GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 



Vide Schedule l, 
Appendix (H.) 
Nos. 2, 3. (3. 8. 10. 
15. 21. 



The Certificate. 



Documents of this character are so much and so generally regarded in this countrv as 
nple matters of form, that the facility with which parties can procure signatures to them 



annexed to this Report. If the signatures of two or more parties are required to a docu- 
ment, one signature having been obtained, it follows, almost as a matter of course that 
the others can he procured on the faith of the first signature ,0 * 

subiecte d ^ en . Bufficient 0n * his account alone it ’is desirable that it shout/ be 

subjected to stnet scrutiny and more stringent regulation. Besides, we consider it to be in 

S P,,ese, “ -aggert that it should be reconstacW and 

that 
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that it should contain the following additional particulars, and that the registry be framed 
to correspond, so far as may he considered essential, with the certificate. 

Ojbssbvatioks. 



1. That the date and conditions of the 
grant, and the age of the grantee, be set 
forth in the certificate, and if a grant has 
been increased, the authority and date of 
same to be quoted. 

2. That the annuitants shall certify, as 
also the other parties whose signatures are 
required as to identity, that the pensioner 
is in indigent circumstances, and requires 
relief. 

3. That the annuitant is unmarried. 



4 . That the person authorised to receive 
the pension is the bona fide attorney of the 
annuitant. 

5 . That agents or persons authorised by 
annuitants to receive their grants shall sign 
a certificate (to be printed on the certificate 
itself), that to the best of their belief the 
annuitant is living. 



l>. If a grant be payable to more than one 
member of the same family, the signature 
of each should be required to the certifi- 
•cate, and if this be not practicable in con- 
sequence of the annuitants residing at dif- 
ferent localities, in such case, that each 
party should furnish a separate certificate 
for his or her proportion of the grant. 

7 . Except in cases of sickness or other 
sufficient reasons, annuitants residing in 
Dublin or its vicinity should apply personally 
for payment. 

8. That the certificate shall not be signed 
or authenticated before a certain day, say 
the 15 th of December, and not as at present 
nine weeks before the payment is due, and 
should the annuitant die after the day so 
fixed, his or her legal representative shall be 
entitled to receive the grant, subject, how- 
ever, to the Lord Lieutenant’s approval. 

9 . That certificates should be signed by 
officers of the English and Irish constabu- 
lary in the country, and members of the 
Metropolitan Police Force in London or 
Dublin, or by the police authorities in all 
towns in England and Scotland. 

10* In the event of an annuitant getting 
married or re-married, and who is neverthe- 
less entitled to receive the grant, she must 
use her husband’s name in addition to her 
former. 



11 . That no office messenger shall he 
competent to act as agent of an annuitant, 
except he be the relative of such person. 



parties; a second for 17 , 
right to say, that we are 
279. D 



1. This will serve to test the correctness 
of the document, and guard against any 
improper claim ; as we have found many 
grants to have been increased without any 
authority that we could discover. 

2. This, it is presumed, will prevent per- 
sons who really do not stand in need of 
such aid, continuing to apply for it. 



3 . If it be a condition that the grant is 
in any case to cease on marriage, this should 
be specially recorded in the grant. 

4 . This would counteract any attempt at 
imposition on the part of persons repre- 
senting themselves os authorised agents. 

5 . It has come under our notice that 
annuitants having died between the dates of 
the certificates and the dates of payment, 
the consequence has been, that the indi- 
vidual named in the certificate, as the agent 
to such deceased person, lias been enabled 
improperly to draw the grant. <P.) 

6. In some instances one member of a 
family lias contrived to draw and pocket the 
bounty, which this rule would prevent : be- 
sides, where the whole of a grunt is not to 
be continued to the survivor, it would insure, 
in the event of a death, the discontinuance 
of the proportion paid to such deceased 
annuitant. 

7 . This would prevent, in a great measure, 
the very objectionable practice of emploving 
agents. 

8. This would seeure greater regularity 
and exactitude of payment, and will be in 
conformity with the existing practice in all 
like cases, and as the facilities of communi- 
cation are now so great, no delay can occur 
to the annuitants in the receipt of tlieir 
pensions. 

9 . This very essential precaution, Mr. 
Mathews frequently overlooked, no doubt 
purposely, otherwise he could not have car- 
ried out his frauds. 



10. It has been the practice of such an- 
nuitants to continue their applications in 
their maiden names ; this may be through 
ignorance in some cases, and design In 
others, from an apprehension that the grant 
ought to have ceased on marriage ; it also, 
in the course of time, renders it difficult to 
trace parties who have changed their names, 
as in the case of Elizabeth Orr, men tinned in 
Mr. Bromley’s Report, and some others. 

11 . Mr. Mathews, as already adverted to, 
was in the habit of employing, year by year, 
no less than 14 messengers, besides clerks, 
as recipients For liu annuitants. One mes- 
senger acted for no less than 28 different 
and so on. (D.) On this subject we feel it 

perfectly satisfied, that the messengers acted 
3 purely 



Vide Schedule 
Appendix (P.) 



Vide Schedule : 
Appendix (D.) 
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Vide Schedule i 
Appendix (D.) 
Nos. 2 & 3. 



Vide Schedule 1 
Appendix (D.) 
Nos. a & 3. 



Mr. Latoudie, 

Mr. Thnmas Ken- 
nedy, Mr. Crosbie 
Moore. 



3° CORRES PONDENCE, Stc. RELATIVE TO 

. . Observations. 

purely under the direction of Mr. Mathews, whose order thev con- 
sidered they were bound to obey, and not with any venal or collusive 
purpose or intention, but in complete ignorance of the real object for 
winch they were so employed. J 

, We feel ourseLves, at the same time, compelled to say, that the same 

plea of ignorance cannot he pleaded by Messrs. Curtis and Black, at 
present clerks in the office of the Inspector of Government Prisons, 
but who, at the period m question, were employed as clerks by Mr 
3 ln l !, ie Reparation of the Concordats books and returns,' 
and were greatly m his confidence, they therefore could not but have 
°/ - the pr °?^ r modc °* tra °sacting this business, and 
consequently, that it was highly incorrect to represent themselves 
‘ agea . ts P art ‘es, without their authority, or even having taken the 
E t ul “ n of ascertaining whether the amount so received was actually 
SUSS®!! t0 ‘k® P artieri ° T r n °t, and of whom it is admitted thev had no 
knowledge whatever. It appears that Mr, Curtis received the grants 
tl,,8 f 7*7. for 17 annuitants, and Mr, Black for four. We bee- 
tW iwfcw/i , COm . me,lt » to r refer V‘eir Lordships to the evidence of 
bese clerks. ( D.) A sense, of our duty obliges us to observe, that it 

this verier f !'. e e re . t . t ,at llie T pI °y ment of 80 man y messengers in 
this very objectionable manner should have escaped official notice 

With the Chief Secrotaiy, vrilTSA “S” 'i ? “ ■fmed.ate connejion 

fraudulent practices thaftave burl'd ^‘so"^ 

US to come to a right SSL^of Stood ia need of to 

- - - - — sss sw M xL*^«at.t 



Dublin Castle, 3 October 1850. 



(signed) 



J. Saumares Dobree. 
II. J. Brownriqq. 
Wm. Aiidoe. 



SECOND REPORT OF THE TREASURY COMMISSIONERS OF INQUIRY 
TITHE ARREAR FUND AND TITHE CLAIMS. 

°f ‘heir Lordship,, our report on 
Acting us to i„,uire M ‘” te ° f 171h “‘J 1 " 1 . 

JStaSSito T“ jmt bcg ‘° — *» » Lordships’ 
V ' e w y i"n a Tbe?n r c e hS by ^ 

fell h^ZrttZZV^Z 7Tf° ‘ l,e T i“ Ur ? ? f S ™> "‘J »»J SlstteoSbe? 

retained in his ha^nds for a i ^ tl ? e defaulters, some of which he 

acquainted with the facts • as iNsnwiil 1 • nie ’ ftnd l . m * d accident made Mr. Kennedy 

in his pres™ of necu'nLrv h *™g connived atand approved of the adjustment, 

dudnctSS many offief fSfr* W 5 e ckinia " ts and Altera, and 

for the same, whereas all such s Por posting, advertising &c., without accounting 

tithe eluimkte 0 ™ducLrL . whefl >“ % defaulters, receipts bf 

only authorised channel '“ km P 1,lee lhrou g h d “ 
sur Y letter to Air. “iy of S ^ S "™ e8 ' as direa « b T 1 ^ 

was appointed by t.iie'j.ord Lieutemim^at tbt C ° Urt °r lnq ? ir ^ ln! /’ Mn Mathews’ conduct 
having entered upon a full inrestioation of tl 8u R gestl01 ? of '-heir Lordships ; and the court 
brought forward as attesting Mr. I,athews’ privaVitW 

his 
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im early life, such as those of forgery in Scotland, and of having changed his real name of 
Duncan Chisholm to that of “ George Mathews,” on all which' points the. court examined 
witnesses against him and m his defence, they reporied on the 1 1 th March 184 - 2 , that the 
explanations given by Mr. Muthews on all the questions submitted to them, had entirely 
removed the suspicions which they lia<l originally entertained, and they honourably acquitted 
him t.f all wilful misconduct— a decision confirmed by the Irish Government. 

In coining to this conclusion, the court of inquiry were necessarily under the impression 
that the tithe rase* submitted to them were the only" ones in which the irregularities pointed 
out had existed ; an opinion they will have been led to entertain from the defence set up 
by Mr. Mathews, the inference to be drawn from which was, that all his other proceedings 
as connected with the tithe questions, were wholly free from objection. 

That such, however, was not the case, is proved by subsequent reports from Mr. Kennedy, 
of 29th June 1848, 29th August, and 3d December 3844, charging Mr. Mathews with 
having received and withheld further sums paid into his hands by tithe defaulters, which 
sums were subsequently repaid by him in obedience to their Lordships’ directions conse- 
quent upon Mr. Kennedy’s communications. 

In his report of the 29th August 1H44, Mr. Kennedy drew their Lordships’ attention to 
the circumstance, that the documents transmitted by Mr. Mathews to Mr. Kemmis, the 
Crown solicitor, for the recovery of tithes, bore against several of the items, Mr. Mathews’ 
memoranda of “ paid,” “ settled,” or “ transferred,” the effect of which was to suspend all 
attention or proceedings as to cases so marked, but that neither Mr. Kemmis nor the Pay- 
master of Civil Services knew how such cases were “paid,” “settled,” or “ transferred 
uuu from all that has transpired in the progress of our inquiries, we agree with Mr. Kcn- 
nedy in opinion, that this was a device resorted to by Mr. Mathews to accomplish his 
object of settling tithe claims without that officer’s intervention, and without exciting sus- 
picion. We beg to add in this place, that such interference on the part of Mr. Mathews 
was extended to all classes of tithe cases, not only those of which Mr. Kcmniis had to 
take cognizance, but others which did not come officially under his notice. 

As a further proof that Mr. Kennedy was warranted in his apprehensions, we would 
icter to two entries introduced, as memoranda, in Mr. Mathews’ account of office expenses 
incurred in the recovery of tithes, under section 45 of 1 & 2 Viet., c. 309 (to which account 
we shall have to advert more in detail in the sequel of this Report) ; the one entry being an 
item of 99/. 10 s. 10 d. to his debit, as the amount of monies received by him at various 
times (in 1840 and 1841) from tithe claimants, as “indemnity for expenses in gazetting, 
&c., proclamations the other being an item of 45 l. 17 s. 7 d. to his credit, as a payment 
,' e | C J; Richard Fleury, of Waterford, stated to be a “ dividend payable to him on 
the lithe Commission making their final Report to the Privy Council,” both which cases 
are noticed m the evidence taken before the court of inquiry in 1842, as fresh instances of 
irregularity, and appear no less open to objection than those which have been specially 
reported by Mr. Kennedy to their Lordships, affording as they do additional proof of Mr. 
Mathews receiving and paying monies on account of tithe cltrims which should have been 
referred for adjustment to the duly appointed officer, the Paymaster of Civil Services. It is 
indeed admitted by Mr. Mathews, before the court of inquiry, that he was aware of having 
acted on those occasions without direct, legal authority, though he urged in his justification 
that the relief ot the clergy was his only motive for such extra-judicial interference. 

In the course of our own investigation, further cases have been discovered of monies 
thus irregularly received and paid, and of deductions for charges, by Mr. Mathews, a 
knowledge of which we have derived from an inspection of the voluminous correspondence 
found amongst his papers at the Castle ; and a still more recent case has been communi- 
cated to us within the last month, of a sum of 26 /. 4 s. remitted to him, at his own written 
desire, by a tithe defaulter, in November 3840, for account of a tithe claimant, the Rev. 
rw-'if- ^ lutc ’ ' n "^ ose schedule, as we have ascertained, it had been erroneously included. 
Of this sum Mr. Mathews handed over to the Crown solicitor the alleged tithe-office 
charges thereon ( 2 /. 3 s.) in August 1841, but. has never accounted to Mr. Chute for the 
remainder of the money. 

We deem it unnecessary, however, to enter more particularly into the cases now noticed 
lor the first time to their Lordships, sufficient evidence having been afforded by Mr. Ken- 
nedy’s reports, as well as by Mr. Mathews’ admissions, that in a great number of cases 
an unauthorised adjustment of tithe claims was systematically earned on; and from what 
has transpired, we are led to conclude, that if Mr. Mathews had not, in the majority of 
them, withheld or suppressed the proofs confirmatory of the fact, we should have disco- 
vered that sums to a large amount, in the aggregate, had thus passed through or remained 
in Ins hands, though any attempt to pursue the inquiry with a view to define and point out 
the specific cases, or the amount of fraudulent misapplication by Mr. Mathews of tithe 
monies, would now be wholly unavailing. We may add, however, in this place, that our 
suspicions acquire further corroboration from the declarations of Messrs. Mooney and Lnu- 
renson, clerks, and of Joseph Brown, a messenger in the Tithe Office, under Mr. Mathews’ 
superintendence as Secretary to the Tithe Commissioners. 
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We now proceed to lay before their Lordships the result of our investigation of the two. 
accounts made up by Mr. Mathews, as secretary to the commission for the 
tithe claims, and rendered by him to the Audit Office, duly attested, on the loth July 1843 
and lflth January 1844 respectively, which accounts were lately transmitted -o us tor our 
information by tfiat department. . , 

We should premise by observing, that Mr. Mathews had already furnished at different 
times to the Irish Government, and to their Lordships, several unattested statements or 
schedules of accounts, all equally imperfect and unvouched, some of which having been 
referred by their Lordships to the Paymaster of Civil Services for his opinion, were reported 
upon by Sir. Kennedy as altogether unsatisfactory ; a view confirmed by the Commissioners 
of Audit to whom they were also referred, and who, after ineffectual attempts to procure 
proper accounts, found it necessary to transmit to Mr. Matthews (on the 8 th February 
1843) two forms of accounts prepared in the Audit Office from his own statements, and from 
other statements drawn up by Mr. Kennedy, and comprising all the sums contained in Mr. 
Mathews’ statements (with the exception of a sum ot 28 l. 19 s. 6 d. over-computed on his 
own pay): and they desired that he should, if satisfied of their correctness, declare and 
return them to the Audit Office with tlie requisite vouchers and authorities. Jt was in 
compliance with those directions that Mr. Mathews rendered the two attested accounts 
adverted to. , „ . . , 

The account under section 46, of which we annex a copy, and which is the hrst m point 
of date, professes to be for tlic period from 1st September 1838 to 31st October 1839-, 
although it comprises several charges for allowances and contingent expenses for periods 
included within that of the second account, under clause 45. In transmitting the first-named 
account to the Commissioners of Audit on the 15th July 1843, with such vouchers as he 
stated to be in his possession, Mr. Mathews alleged, in justification of the absence ot proot 
in regard to the greater part of the expenditure, that the expense was from time to time 
t.im nnrl finnllv nrmrnved of hv the Irish Government, without taking receipts 
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cation was made by Lord Morpeth, then Chief Secretary, for an issue to hint of the balance, 
and the account, as now rendered to the Audit Office, was rendered to the Irish Governs 
ment. . 

Upon this we have to observe, in the first place, that we have seen nothing to warrant 
Mr. Mathews’ assertion, that the Irish Government had conveyed to him any approval of 
the alleged expenditure, beyond the fact of Lord Morpeth having applied to their Lord- 
ships on the 2 2d September 1 840, for payment of the sum of 2,335 /. 18 $. 5 d. represented 
to be wanting in order to close the transactions on that service ; and we wholly disbeheve 
that Mr. Mathews had any authority excusing him, as he alleges, from the production of 
receipts from the persons employed “ agreeably to the practice of the former l ithe Office m 
1834 - 5 ,” for we have ascertained, from oral as well as written evidence of unquestionable 
character, that receipts were taken for all payments in the former Tithe Office, a tact well 
known to Mr. Mathews, he having been a clerk in the Tithe Office of 1834-;>, under the 
late Mr. Hatcliell, who never failed to take receipts for all his disbursements on that service; 
mid we shall further have it in our power to show, by equally clear evidence, that Mr. Mathews 
did, as a general practice, take receipts in books or pay-lists, for the salaries periodically 
issued by himself to the clerks composing the Tithe Office of 1838-9 of which he was the 
secretary, and that the withholding those pay-lists or acquittances can only have had for 
object to enable him to carry into effect the fraudulent purpose he had m view, and to 
which we now beg to direct their Lordships’ attention. 

The charge in Mr. Mathews’ account to which he alluded, as that in respect of winch lie 
had taken no receipts, forms the principal item in the account, being a sum of 3,936 l. 3s. 9«. 
purported to be for the salaries of himself and assistants ; and although the account affords 
no information as to the number of assistants employed, their rates of pay or periods of 
service, we have found, on reference to a statement submitted by himself to Mr. Lucas, the 
Irish Under Secretary, on the 2 d October 1841, that the clerks were 25 in number, whose 
names are therein recited, though without any particulars as to their respective services. 

Provided, however, with this list of names, we caused minute inquiries to be made with 
a view to ascertain the existence and present abode of those clerks, and have succeeded in 
discovering and procuring the attendance of the greater number who are still, with very 
. few exceptions, residing in Dublin ; and we annex to this Report such of the 

vspcchop d statements made by or respecting the parties, which it appeared to us desir- 

- No. 7 | able to lay before their Lordships, as explaining the periods of service and 
N° fl rates of pay in their cases, and occasionally in the case of others employed in 

- Xal io 3 the same office, some of whom are either dead or cannot now be found, lhe 

- No. u % data thus obtained may be the more relied on, as the declarations of the 

‘ 13 l ^ parties corroborate one another in the main facts, as to the greater number 

* having signed pay-lists, chiefly at fortnightly periods, for their salaries and 

•| extra or night, work, as to their rate of pay, and as to all the particulars which 
1 would enable us to form a tolerably correct estimate of the amount actually 
IO . « disbursed by Mr. Mathews for salaries of the office establishment.. 

No. 19 j Jj We have, accordingly drawn up, from the information thus furnished to us. 
No. 20 / o a statement showing the probable amount paid by Mr. Mathews under the 

- No. si. above head, in which we have included him lor his own salary at 10 1. a week 

as authorized by a Treasury letter to the Commissioners of Audit of the 18th January 1843, 

and 
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and have inserted the maximum of the payments he may have made to each person employed 
in his office, the whole amounting to 1,600 1.1 3 so that upon the item of 3,936 7. 3 s.Oel. 
charged by Air. Mathews for the salaries in question, he appears to have defrauded the 
Government ot no less a sum than 2,-43 7. 10 s. U d., a tact which sufficiently explains his 
unwillingness to produce the vouchers or puv-lists in support of his actual expenditure, and 
his supineness in not urging payment of the alleged balance due to him on his second 
account. 

With regard to the remainder of the expenditure in the account under consideration, 
Mr. Mathews transmitted with his account sundry vouchers and documents in support of 
that expenditure ; but as he had affirmed, in all previous statements, that he had taken no 
receipts at the time, it occurred to us that the receipts produced with the account, in 1843, 
for disbursements incurred in 1839 and 1840, had, in most instances, been ante-dated ; and 
having carefully examined those receipts, we found that such as were on stamped paper, 
generally bore the stamp-office marks of dates subsequent to the written dates; and, in 
some cases in which we were able to procure information from the parties, that they had 
passed receipts long alter the period of the service, and ante-dated them at Mr. Mathews" 
request, a fact which, although it does not disprove the payments, is conclusive as to the 
little reliance to be placed upon the strict accuracy of documents procured at a period so 
remote from the transactions to which they relate. 

In the statement addressed by Mr. Mathews to Air. Under-Secretary Lucas, on the 
-d October 1841, as already adverted to, he has endeavoured to prove the reasonableness of 
the charge ot 0,477 7. 17 s. 4 el., which is the total amount of his account for office expenses 
under section 40, by contrasting it with the expense of the former Tithe Office of 1834-3 
for distribution of the relief out of the million fluid, which expense he estimated at 32,800 7.. 
a statement which, from what has now transpired, would appear to have been intended at 
the time as a plea for the non-production of vouchers in justification of the charges in his 
own account, but which is not home out by the facts, Air. Mathews having omitted from 
his estimate of the expenditure incurred in *1838-9 two considerable charges by the Govern- 
ment printers and by the Comptroller of theStationery Office, which should have been taken 
into account when establishing a comparison between the expenditure of the two periods. 
Confining ourselves therefore to the actual office expenses incurred in each period, we ascer- 
tained, bv consulting the records of the Vice-Treasurer’s accounts, that the sums issued 
in 1834-5 to the late Air. Hatchell (under whom the service was conducted), for the salaries 
and contingent expenses of his establishment, having reference to a far larger amount to be 
distributed on tithe relief account, did not much exceed 9,700 7., a sum nearly agreeing 
with what wc find laid down in a memorandum in Mr. Alathews’ own hand-writing, which 
was discovered amongst his papers at the Castle. 

\V e have now to draw their Lordships’ attention to the account (a copy of which is 
annexed) of office expenses, stated to have been incurred under section 45 of the Act 1 & 2 
Viet. e. 109, observing at the same time, that we have not been able to discover why 
Air. Alathews should have rendered a distinct account of an expenditure, which chiefly con- 
sisted of the pay of himself and of four clerks, for a period immediately succeeding that in 
respect of which they had been charged for in the preceding account, and appearing hut a 
continuation of the same service; neither can we explain his including in this second account 
the pay of Messrs. Campbell, Francis and George Smith, of the Paymaster-general's office, 
for any period of their service, which should have been left to be issued by their own 
department. 

Waiving, however, this anomaly, we have to observe, that in framing the account under 
consideration, Mr. Alathews has been again guilty of a fraud upon the Irish Government, 
having charged the salaries of three of the clerks, Messrs. Pickering, Thompson, and 
Burnside, for periods varying from 1st November 1839 to 7th July 1840, 31st March and 
31st August 1841, at the rate of 2 7. a-week, whereas they had only received from him at 
the rate of 30 s. a-week each, for which latter pay they signed fortnightly pay-lists, although 
it did not suit Mr. M athews’ views to produce them ; for when urged, by the Audit Office, to 
render an account and vouchers of the office expenses incurred under section 45 (his second 
account), he transmitted, on the 19th January 1844, an attested account current of that 
date, supported by general receipts of Messrs. Pickering, Thompson and Burnside, bearing 
date 17th and 18th January 1844, embracing in each case the whole of their service, froui 
1st November 1839, and drawn up at Mr. Mathews’ special request, wherein they acknow- 
ledged having been paid by him at the higher rate of 2 7. a-week, having been induced to 
do so under a promise from him, that so soon as his account should have passed the Audit 
Board, he would make good to them the short issue of 10 s. per week, a difference which 
they have never yet received from him. 

The sums thus charged in excess bv Air. Mathews, upon untrue receipts, amount to 
102 7. os., viz.: 

£. s. cl. 

On Mr. Pickering’s receipt - - - - - 1715- 

On Air. Thompson’s - - - - _ _ 36 16 — 

On Air. Burnside’s - - - - _ 47 1 5 — 

£. 102 6 - 
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St c No*. 9 and 10 . The written declaration of Mr. Burnside, corroborated by that of Mr. Pickering, who 

resides in London, fully confirms what we have stated on this subject ; and both declarations 
are the more to be depended upon as they are made by parties who have had no opportuity 
of conferring together, and whose statement, as regards the late Mr. Thompson, is equally 
clear and conclusive. 

in the observations which we submitted in the early part of this report, on the subject of 
the irregular receipt and payment by Mr. Mathews of tithe claims, we had occasion to 
notice two items, introduced by way of memoranda, in his account under section 45, the one 
of 99 l. 10 s. 30 d. to his debit, the other of 45 l. 17 s. 7 d. to his credit. We have to state in 
this place, that for the first-named sum the Commissioners of Audit have very properly held 
him accountable, being money actually received as charges on the adjustment of tithe 
claims. In the second case, that of 45 1 . 17 s. id. paid to the Rev. Richard Fieury, which 
the Commissioners of Audit have disallowed for want of proof of payment, we submit that 
Mr. Mathews’ account is now entitled to credit for the same, the receipt, bearing date. 
No. S 4 . Waterford, 14tlx September 1840, and herewith transmitted, having recently been found 
amongst the mass of papers left by Mr. Mathews at the Castle. 

Having concluded our remarks upon the two accounts rendered by Mr. Mathews, the 
first of which is made to appear even and quit, and the second to exhibit a balance in sur- 
plusage of 1,849 l. 15 s. 0 d., we deem it expedient to advert to the improbability that Mr. 
Mathews should have had it in his power to make up an account even and quit, without 
being able to furnish any record of the names of the parties employed, their rates of salary, 
their periods of employment, or any reasonable evidence that the payments claimed by him 
were actually made, particulars which he stood in need of to prepare his account. This 
circumstance had not escaped the notice of the Commissioners of Audit, who drew their 
Lordships’ attention to the same, in their report of 24th October 1844, submitting unaudited 
statements of M r. Mathews’ accounts ; and it was accordingly animadverted upon in their 
Lordships' minute of 16 th May 1845, directing copies of those statements to be transmitted 
to Mr. Mathews, for explanation of the different points adverted to in the auditors’ report, 
though we are not aware that any such explanation has been furnished. And a no less 
improbable circumstance with respect to the second account, and in explanation of the 
balance in surplusage, is Mr. Mathews’ assertion, in a letter addressed to Sir Charles 
Trevelyan on 21 st February 1848, that the application from the Irish Government to their 
Lordships through Mr. Macdonald on the loth September 1841, for the issue of the balance 
then claimed by Mr. Mathews (but subsequently reduced in amount), was in fulfilment of 
an undertaking' that he was to be paid when the service should have terminated ; an asser- 
tion, the truth of which we have seen nothing to warrant, and which we apprehend to be 
altogether unfounded. 



Considering, however, the accounts in the state i 


which they have 


£. 




d. 


been rendered by Mr. Mathews ; the first, even and quit ; the second, in 








surplusage - - - - - - 

There should be deducted from this balance the difference between an 


1 ,849 


15 


0 


under credit of ----- 


£. 99 10 10 








And a short charge of 


- 45 17 7 


o3 


1 - 












3 


Leaving a Net Amount in Surplusage of 


- £. 


1,796 


2 


3 



And if their Lordships should concur in the propriety of disallowing the sums which 
we have represented as fraudulent charges in both accounts ; viz.— 



In the account under sect. 46 - 
And in the account under sect. 45 



2,245 10 
102 5 



It will appear that so far from Government being indebted to Mr. Mathews for the tithe 
service, a balance of 1,796 1. 2 s. S d. on the second account, he would be indebted to 
Government the difference between that sum and the amount of his fraudulent charges in 
both accounts, or 551 1. 13 s. 6 d. 

With regard to the supposed balance which appeared to be so long owing to Mr. Mathews 
on his second account, it will be in the recollection of their Lordships, that the same was 
only withheld because the Commissioners of Audit felt it impossible to allow the greater 
part of the unvouched charge of 3,936 1. 3 s. 9 d. for salaries, &c. in the first account, in 
respect of which Mr. Mathews was repeatedly urged by the auditors, by their Lordships 
aud by the Irish Government, to produce such evidence as was requisite to prove the actual 
disbursement of the money; and Mr. Mathews must have been aware, at the time of the 
expenditure, that he would, as a matter of course, have to render his accounts; for we find 
that both Lord Morpeth and Mr. Macdonald, when -applying to their Lordships, on the 
22d September 1840 and 10 th September 1841 respectively, for issues of money, ill order 
that Mr. Mathews might defray the outstanding charges in his accounts under sections 46 
and 45, expressly stated the object to be, that he should thus be enabled to forward those 
accounts to the Board of Audit. It is now made evident that the omission of Mr. Mathews 

to 
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to comply with such repeated injunctions, is no longer to be imputed to ignorance of the 
mode of rendering his accounts, or to mere neglect, but had for object to conceal the 
malpractices which we have had to comment upon in the present .Report. 

Previously, however, to closing our Report, we are induced, by a sense of justice and 
impartiality, to draw their Lordships’ attention to the strong testimony borne in Mr. 

Mathews’ favour, in a statement submitted to the Irish Government by the Tithe Com- 
missioners, on the subject of his services as their secretary, which statement was enclosed 
to Mr. Pennington in Mr. Lucas’ letter of 21st December 1842, in support of the rate of 
remuneration claimed by Mr. Mathews. It is from the same motives that we deem it right 
to lay before their Lordships the answers received from the late Bishop of Meath, one of No. 25. 

the Tithe Commissioners, and from his son, Mr. James Edward Stopford, one of the Assistant Jfo. 26. 

Commissioners, to questions which we felt it incumbent upon ns to put to them on the sub- 
ject of the Tithe Office, as conducted by Mr. Mathews. We regret to add, with reference 
to our last letters to Mr. Stopford, requesting information on the subject of an account 
alleged to have been rendered by M r. Mathews to the Tithe Commissioners, and to have 
been approved by them ; as well as relating to certain documents produced by Mr. Mathews 
in support of the accounts which he eventually rendered to the Audit Office, that Mr. Stop- 
ford has not returned any answers to our applications. Nothing, however, that has yet 
been urged in defence of Mr. Mathews has tended to alter the unfavourable impression 
which the facts elicited in the progress of our inquiries has compelled us to take of his 
conduct and proceedings throughout this service. 

(signed) J, Saumarez Dohrec. 

Dublin Castle, 8 October 1850. H. J. Brotcnrigg. 

Wm. Andoe. 

P • S. — Since closing our foregoing Report, we received a memorial from Mr. Pickering, 
referred to us by order of the Lord Lieutenaut, which we have returned, and enclose a copy jfo, 27. 
thereof', as confirming what we have had occasiou to stale in regal’d to Mr. Mathews’ 
tithe accounts. 



THIRD REPORT OF THE TREASURY COMMISSION OF INQUIRY. 



Trust Fund. 

M e have the honour to submit, for the information of the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty s Treasury, this our Report in relation to the above fund. 

\V e have been informed by the authorities in the Chief Secretary’s Office, that the 
Government Minute originating this fund is not now forthcoming, nor is there any record 
of it beyond its date (via. 15th October 1841). It has also been stated to us, that that 
document was attached to a file of papers on the same subject, traced to have been in the 
possession of Mr. Mathews, but from which it has been abstracted. However, amongst 
the papers placed in our hands, we found two documents, — one, a minute, drawn up and Fide Schedule 2, 
signed by Mr. Mathews and approved by Lord Eliot (then Chief Secretary), — the other, Appendix (A.) and 
a memorandum, also in Mr. Mathews’ hand-writing, having reference to the same subject, (B.) 
and which would seem to have formed a part of his defence to certain charges made 
against Jiim by Mr. Scully, m.p. We annex copies of these papers, marked respectively 

From these documents may be gathered the reasons why this fund was established, and 
the specific object for which it was intended ; but in the absence of the original authority, 
which it is not unreasonable to assume w as to the same purport as the above Govern- 
ment minute of 12th November 1842 (A.), we are quite in the dark as to whether or not Vide Schedule 2, 
there were any conditions annexed to the grant, or whether the Government had given Appendix (A.) 
any instructions as regards the execution of a deed of trust, or had named any of the 
trustees. 

It certainly strikes us as somewhat strange, that the second minute should be so full on 
the subject, seeing that a reference to the first, as in ordinary cases, is usually deemed 
sufficient. Therefore, the only conclusion we can arrive at, after what has come to light, 
is, that there was something in the original authority it was not quite convenient should 
appear in evidence, and which may account for its abstraction. 

The circumstances connected with this subject are referable to two points, — the one 
anterior, the other, subsequent to the creation of this fund. We propose to deal with them 
in that order. 

With regard to the first. — It is asserted in the documents above referred to, that for 
a considerable period of time, a sum of 210/. had been paid by Government to three J'** Schedule a, 
M Itinerant Missionaries in the South of Ireland.” Now, we have strong grounds for A PP enc ‘ ,x ( A -) 
questioning this assertion. In the first place, there is no trace of any such payment, Vid . SrIWl .|. , 
or, in fact, ot any payment whatever for such a purpose, prior to the month of January Annendix fC 1 * 
1840. The oral evidence of Mr. Hutton, agent to the Presbytery of Munster, through 11 v 
whose hands such monies ought, in the regular course, to have passed, as well as the 
evidence of different Presbyterian Ministers, negatives it altogether. They are all agreed ride Annendix to 
that there were no such missionaries, and that all their missionaries were paid out of Rcgium Donum 
their own private funds, and not by Government. Report, Evidence 

^79* £ 2 Again, of Dr, Stuart. (J.) 
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Again ; in the Regium Donum Estimates, prepared by Mr. Mathews for the quarter 
ended December 183!), and under the head of sums to be paid to Mr- Hutcheson, the 
agent to the Seceding Synod (and who had no previous connexion with the Presbytery of 
Munster), is included, for the first time, a sum of 103/. lGs. Ud. for “three itinerant 
missionaries.” Mr. Hutcheson informed us, that when he received this money at the 
office of the Paymaster of Civil Services, “ he did not know what it was for, nor had 
he received any intimation that such a payment was to be made to him ;” he was, there- 
fore, obliged to seek for information from Mr. Mathews. As regards his not having been 
informed that such payment would be made, we apprehend Mr. Hutcheson (whose memory 
we have found very defective on such matters) labours under some mistake, for it appears 
by the records in the Chief Secretary’s Office, that he had been duly informed ; and 
although we subsequently produced to him a copy of the letter which had been addressed 
to himself on the subject, he persisted in saying he had no recollection of having seen the 
original. 

At all events, Mr. Hutcheson’s ignorance of the object for which this money was placed 
in his hands, so far corroborates the other testimony on this point, proving, beyond ques- 
tion, that this was a preliminary scheme of Mr. Mathews to lay a foundation upon which 
to build his statement of the “ three missionaries in the south paid by Government for 
several years," but which we regard as a pure fiction, got up by Mr. Mathews to mislead 
and thereby induce the Government to establish a fund, ostensibly as an act of kindness, 
hut, in reality, for ulterior objects of his own, and of which he at once contrived to avail 
himself of. Untrue as this story of three missionaries evidently is, it was at least to 
have been expected, that for the sake of consistency, if not to prevent detection, that 
the bounty estimated by Mr. Mathews for such missionaries would have been uniform 
in amount, not exceeding ft 2l. 10 s. per quarter, and regular as to period. Such, however, 
was not the case; for even in his frauds, Mr. Mathews was both inconsistent and daring. 
Accord imriy, we found that in the Regium Donum Estimate for the quarter ended 
31st December 1830, he has included — 



For three Missionaries in the South - 
For the quarter ending 31 March 1840 
„ „ 30 June 1840 

„ „ 31 March 1841 

Amounting in all to a sum of - 



£. s. d. 

- 103 16 „n*H>g °™ quarto: 

(in excess. 

- 103 17 - - - ditto. 

- 207 13 11 - - ditto. 

- 207 14 - - - ditto. 

- £. G-23 1 10 



which, even supposing an issue for such purpose to have been legitimate, it was just 
double the amount it should have been. But it was a fraud ab initio ; for, in point of fact, 
the whole sum was inserted in the estimates, as above, by Mr. Mathews, without any 
authority whatever. 

Mr. Hutcheson, into whose hands the above sums were paid by the special appointment 
of Mr. Mathews, has furnished us with an account (annexed) of their expenditure. This 
account embraces a period of four years, e. e. from January 1840 to January 1844; it is 
not only unvouched, hut it is in every other respect most unsatisfactory. It however estab- 
lishes the fact, that the payments were not confined to three missionaries; on the contrary, 
according to this account small sums are charged as paid from time to time to various 
ministers belonging to the Presbytery of Munster, some of whom deny having received 
any such sums. Other alleged payments, we have reason to believe, were to enable con- 
gregations to make up the sum of 35/., to entitle their respective ministers to the Regium 
Donum; and a large number of payments were made to Mr. Mathews. 

There is one payment of 105/. in particular, to the Rev. Mr. M'Dowel, deserving of 
special notice; the circumstances connected with it arc fully set forth in the annexed 
statements of that reverend gentleman and the Rev. Dr. Lidley. 

This account further confirms us in our belief, that the story of the three missionaries had 
no foundation in fact, for were it true, it was scarcely to be expected that recipients of such 
bounty would have so long and so quietly submitted without complaint, either to a total 
deprivation, or even a partial reduction of their salaries. 

With regard to the Trust Fund itself, originated as above stated, vve find that the first 
payment of 2,643/. 3s. id. was made to Mr. David Hutcheson, agent to the Seceding 
Synod, by authority of Government bearing date 13th October 1841, and that a further 
issue on the same account was likewise paid to him by authority dated 15th November 
1342, in all 4,220/. Mr. Hutcheson alleges, as in the former case, that when he received 
the first instalment, lie was not aware of its object, and therefore applied to Mr. Mathews 
for information and instructions touching its disposal, by whose directions he invested it, 
and subsequently the second instalment, in the public funds, and as the interest became 
due on those sums, he regularly drew it, and added it by investment to the capital, which 
by such accumulations amounted to 4,542/. 5)5. 9 d. This sum, together with 457/. 10 s. 3 d., 
which Mr. Hutcheson says lie advanced, was lent on mortgage to a Mr. Wakefield, of 
Gilford, in the county of Down. 

The deed of mortgage, according to Mr. Hutcheson's version, was executed in May 
1844, the parties to it being Mr. Wakefield and his wife, Mr. Hutcheson himself, Mr. 
Motfutt, and Mr. George Mathews, as trustees ; there is no declaration of trusts, and in 
(joint of fact nothing to show that any part of the sum so lent was public property. The 
deed is absolutely to David Hutcheson, and was treated and regarded in every respect by 

Mr- 
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Mr. Moffatt, a trustee to the deed (who informed us that he had not the least notion that 
public money was in question), as a purely private transaction, and in this state it remains 
at present. Mr. Hutcheson has, however, expressed to us his willingness, now that the 
advance made by him has l>een nearly paid off, to declare the trust ; but this we submit he 
ought, as a faithful officer of the Government, to have done in the first instance, and it 
does appear to us most extraordinary, that he should have instructed his own solicitor to 
prepare a deed of such a perfectly private nature, wholly omitting so important a matter 
as the trust, and furthermore, that he should have concealed from the parties with whom 
he was in treaty, that it was not his own, but public money he was lending. 

Besides, Mr. Hutcheson, at the same time that he assured us he had never read this 
deed, added, “ it did not contain a declaration of a public trust.” Fide Schedule 2 , 

But there are other strange circumstances connected with this deed, which demand Appendix (D.) 
special notice, and with reference to which it becomes necessary to enter into some ex- 
planatory details. We should premise, that at the commencement of our proceedings, and 
before we had acquired much insight into the multifarious and complicated transactions in 
which Mr. Mathews had been concerned, and when, in fact, we were merely, as it were, 
groping our way, without much to guide us ; through the tortuous intricacies of his nume- 
rous and scarcely to be credited frauds, Mr. Hutcheson, the Government agent to the 
Seceding Synod, presented himself for examination, and from the favourable character wo 
had received ol this gentleman, we were disposed at first, to place every reliance on his 
evidence, but we regret to say, that, in the progress of our inquiries wo had sufficiently 
cogent reasons, as will appear on the face of our reports, for altering our first impression, 
and also lor being very much dissatisfied with his want of candour, seeming unwillingness 
to afford information, and most strange contradictions, as well as his complete obliviousness 
of the most striking and important transactions in which he was a principal actor, none of 
which, we could possibly attribute to u mere want of recollection, 11 plea he invariably put 
forward to account for derelictions of duty, or to evade further scrutiny, all of which 
tended considerably to embarrass and retard our proceedings. 

Mr. Hutcheson in his first statement to us, spoke of two deeds, one the mortgage deed 
in question, to which Mr. Mathews and Mr. Moffatt (son to the agent of the mortgagor) , . . 
were trustees; the second relating to 4,200/. (which for distinction we shall call the Anoendix (D ) ' 
Government trust deed), in which Mr. Mathews, Dr. David Trotter, Mr. Wilkinson, and * 

Mr. Hutcheson are named trustees. This latter deed Mr. Hutcheson exhibited; it bears s „ 
date the day of October 1840, and is signed by all the trustees except Mr. "Wilkin- j^p^endix ( J ) * 
son, but is not attested nor registered. 11 ^ 

It occurred to us as remarkable, that with the exception of Mr. Mathews, the trustees to 
the Government deed were not the same as those to the deed of mortgage, and that there 
should be such a difference in the dates of the two deeds ; and as Mr. Hutcheson alleged, 
he had never read either of the deeds, and seemed so confused about them, he could not 
account for these discrepancies. We therefore asked him to let 11 s see the mortgage deed, 
which he promised to do. In the mean time we requested Mr. Kemmis, the Crown 
solicitor, to ascertain whether a deed to which Mr. Wakefield, Mr. Hutcheson, Mr. 

Mathews, and Mr. Moffat were parties, had been registered, and were informed that such 

a deed, dated 5th February 1844, had been registered on the 23d of the same month ; this . 

information seemed, so far, to agree with Mr. Hutcheson’s statement. I 11 a few weeks after J ndi 

this, Mr, Hutcheson brought us the mortgage deed; on inspecting this document, we * * x ( •/ 

discovered that there are several parties to it besides those named to us by Mr. Hutcheson, 

and that the names of Messrs. Mathews and Moffat, as trustees, or otherwise, do not appear 

therein, and in fact, that there is no reference in it to any other deed whatever of a public 

nature. We therefore caused further search to be made, when it was ascertained, that both 

the mortgage deed and the deed of trust before mentioned, had been registered on the 

23d February 1844, but the Government deed of October 1846 had not been registered. 

So that, in point of fact, there are three deeds, the mortgage deed, the deed of trust 
relating thereto, and the Government deed, which from all we can collect, has no relation 
to either of the former, and was evidently got up to deceive the Government, as we shall 
more clearly point out. 



Being apprehensive from the foregoing fact that the Government Trust Fund was in a 
very unsatisfactory state of security, we deemed it advisable to bring the matter, without 
delay, before the Irish Government, in order that the law officers might adopt such steps as 
the peculiar nature of the case should render desirable. Mr. Hutcheson happened to be 
in»town at this time, and as he had not made any allusion to a third deed in his first exa- 
mination, we questioned him on the subject, when lie expressed his ignorance of the exist- 
ence of a third deed, although, strange to say, he had actually shown us two deeds, and 
admitted that his solicitor had in his possession the deed of trust relating to the mortgage, \.“ e |. ‘t'j 1 !®. 2 » 
and which he promised to procure for us, or a copy ; but he afterwards wrote to say that ‘ PPP n JX ( •) 
his solicitor refused to part with the deed, and referring us to him fer any information we ... , .. , 
wanted on the subject. Amends'S' ’’ 

Irrespectively of Mr. Hutcheson's position as a Government agent and trustee, as well as Je'tters V 

a treasurer to this public fund, we think that he ought, for the sake of his own character 
and consistency, at least, io have taken a little more trouble to procure for us this document, 
which he could have, as readily, done ns in the case of the mortgage deed ; it only leads us 
to think that there is some motive for withholding this deed, which is not yet quite trans- 
parent; but we suspect the fact to be, that neither this deed nor the mortgage deed has, 
or was intended to have, any legal connexion whatever with the Government Trust Fund, 



2 / 9 - 



E 3 



and 
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Vide Schedule 2 , 
Appendix (M.) 
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Appendix (D.) 
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Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (D.) 



Vide Schedule a, 
Appendix (N.) 



Vide Schedule 
Appendix (IV* 



I'ide Schedule s. 
Appendix (N.) 



Vide Schedule 2 , 
Appendix (P.) 
Vide Schedule 2 , 
Appendix (B.) 



Vide Schedule 2 , 
Appendix (Q.) and 
<R.> 
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and therefore neither of those deeds is any security for the fund referred to in the last-named 
deed. 

We now hog leave to bring under their Lordships’ notice certain circumstances con- 
nected with the Government “deed, which demonstrate, beyond all doubt, that it was 
nothing more than a mere blind, to screen the fraudulent transactions, it covers, from the 
Government. 

I 11 the early part of this Report we referred to two documents, the Government Minute 
of 12th November 1842, and a paper drawn up by Mr. Mathews. It will be observed, that 
the Government Minute makes no allusion to a trust deed, it is quite clear, however, from 
the second document, that some directions must have been given on the subject. However, 
no steps, it will appear, was taken in the matter until the year 1846. In the year 1843 
reports had reached certain members of the General Assembly of the existence of a trust 
fund, in which they hud not participated ; who thereupon appointed a committee to corres- 
pond with Mr. Hutcheson on the subject. In July 1845 this committee made the following 
report to the General Assembly: 

“ At Dublin, the Oth day of July 1845 years ; which day a General Assembly being con- 
stituted, dice. Ac. &e. The committee appointed last year to correspond with Mr. Hutcheson 
and others respecting certain missionary funds reported, that Mr. Hutcheson has informed 
them that in the years 1841 and 1842, the Government placed in his hands the sum of 
4,522 l. Os. 9 d., with instructions to have it vested at interest, the interest to be appro- 
priated annually to the support of missionaries labouring in the south of Ireland, and the 
fund to be exclusively under the control of five trustees, four residing in the south, and one 
in the north of the kingdom ; that the sum has been vested at interest in the name of 
Mr. Hutcheson, in trust for the object intended by the Government, and that the trust has 
been declared; that trustees have not yet been appointed, but that it is intended they 
shall be forthwith.” 

Bearing in mind the different oral and written statements made to us by Mr. Hutcheson, 
contradictory and unsatisfactory as they are, this last piece of evidence more recently 
supplied to ns by the clerk of the General Assembly, ignoring, as it does, all Mr. 
Hutcheson’s assertions, on all the points it refers to, astonished us beyond measure. 

It is to be remembered that Air. Hutcheson told us, that wnen he received the first issue 
on account of this fund, “ he did not know what it was for, that he had never read the deed, 
and therefore knew nothing about its conditions, and that the trust had not been declared.” 
Whereas lie admitted to the General Assembly, “ he bad received instructions from the 
Government on the subject, tells vvliat they were, and that the trust had been declared, 
but the trustees had not been named.” But Mr. Hutcheson did not inform them that 
Messrs. Mathews and Moffat had been appointed in February 1844 trustees to the mort- 
gage deed, the only security upon which the Government money was granted. 

In July 1845, a deputation from that body waited on the Chief Secretary for information 
on the subject, when they were informed that the fund was intended for congregations in 
the south, or in other words, for the Presbytery of Munster ; a body not in connexion with 
the General Assembly; the deputation asked for, and were promised, a copy of the trust 
deed, which, however, they did not get until 184fi; but as they had no pecuniary interest in 
the matter, they remained indifferent and therefore quiescent, and no further move was 
made by that body in the matter until it was taken up by Mr. Scully, m. p., at the instance 
of the Rev. Mr, Dill. 

It. was also in the year 1844, that the Presbytery of‘ Munster, the very body this fund 
was ostensibly intended to benefit, first heard a rumour of its existence, for although the 
ministers of this presbytery had, since the year 1842, been receiving occasional small grants 
from Air. Mathews to enable them to make up the sum of 35 l. required by Government 
to entitle them to the Regium Donum, and for other purposes, and which some considered 
as acts of muuificence on his part, whilst others suspected, they had not come out of his 
own pocket; all were in complete ignorance of the real source from whence they flowed. 
The Rev. Mr. Bennet states, in reply to a letter from us, “ that on one occasion when in 
conversation with Mr. Mathews, lie informed him that Lord Morpeth and some good 
English friend had entrusted to his management certain monies of large amount, the interest 
of which was to be appropriated to the propagation of the Gospel in the south and west, and 
lie led him to understand that from that fund the payments made, to him came.” 

But in 1845 this body, having appointed a committee to correspond with Mr. Hutcheson, 
elicited the fact of its actual existence, which resulted in a call upon Mr, Mathews for an- 
explanation, which lie refused to give ; the consequence was that in the following year, 
(June 1846) the Presbytery appointed a deputation to wait on the Chief Secretary, Mr. 
Labouchere, who informed them that the interest, with the exception of a few small 
payments, was to be applied till the fund amounted to 5,000 i . ; and that the fund would 
not be in full operation until 1849. He at the same time promised them a copy of the 
deed, which, however, was not furnished until March 1847, the deputation having been 
obliged to make three or four further applications by letter, before they got it, although 
Mr. Mathews states, iu his memorandum above referred to, that it “ was at once 
furnished.” 

It is to he observed, that at the time this copy was furnished, the deed itself had not been 
executed, nor was it executed until October 184C. Air. Wilkinson, one of the trustees 
named in the deed, but who has not signed it, says, “he was not asked to become a 
trustee until 1845," and Dr. Trotter, another of the trustees, asserts that “he did not sign 
it until 1848.” 

We 
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We have compared this deed with a copy furnished by Mr. Mathews to Government, 
with which it corresponds. But with respect to the copy furnished to the General Assembly 
by the Government, we find several deviations from the deed: one or two seem material; for 
instance, a Mr. Black, a nursery and seedsman, of Fermov, is named as a trustee, and not Vide Schedule 2 , 
Dr. Trotter. ' * Appendix (.1.) 

The 10th clause provides that the accounts are to be rendered half-yearly to the 
Moderator of the Trinitarian Presbytery of Munster," but these words are omitted from the 
deed itself, so that, as the condition now stands, the trustees are not obliged tu furnish any 
account, unless asked to do so by the congregation. 

We now beg to point out to their Lordships in what respects the deed itself is at variance 
with the Chief Secretary’s minute of the 12 th November 184-2, ami with the ostensible Vide Schedule 
objects for which the fund was created ; likewise the glaring violations of nearly the whole Appendix (A.) 
of its conditions, by both Mr. Mathews, who prepared the deed, and Mr. Hutcheson, who 
signed it, and is therefore responsible for any breach of its covenants, even though he never 
read it, as he asserted. 

By the first condition this fund is given exclusively to “non-subscribing Trinitarians," Vide Schedule e, 
which is evidently quite contrary to the letter and spirit of the Government minute of 12 th Appendix (J.) 
November 184-2, drawn up by Mr. Mathews himself, but, of course, in such terms as to 
conceal his real design from the authorities, which, as the result has proved, was tosccure 
the fund for his own purposes ; and this, no doubt, he thought he could best effect by 
placing it, as it were, in the hands of his own Presbytery, but in reality in his own. 

The second condition provides that, “no part of the fund shall be appropriated for the 
building of any church or chapel, or for any other purpose than the maintenance of Presby- 
terian ministers, &c nevertheless advances have been made out of the fund for the 
building, rent, and repairs of meeting-houses, as hereinafter specified, almost exclusively 
for Mr. Mathews’ advantage. 

The third condition, which provides for the “ disposal of the annual income of the fund,” 
is an additional proof that it was not intended to pay three missionaries in the south. 

By the fourth condition Mr. Mathews is, without any formal election whatever, appointed, 
himself a trustee and chairman, and Mr. Hutcheson treasurer to the fund. 

The fifth condition provides for stated meetings of the trustees ; yet no meeting has ever 
taken place. Mr. Trotter, one of the trustees, hut who wos not called on to sign the deed 
until 1848, writes: “l never had an opportunity of attending any meeting of trustees; l Vide Schedule 2 , 
was never summoned for such purpose, nor could I procure a meeting to be held, though, Appendix (S.) 
having made several applications to that effect, Mr. Mathews always procrastinating.” 

The seventh condition of this deed, executed in 1846, provides for the investment of the 
capital on mortgage, this having been already done, as pointed out, in 1844. 

The eighth condition provides that no trustee shall, directly or indirectly, derive any 
benefit from the fund : yet Mr. Mathews contrived to convert it to his own use and 
purposes. 

The tenth provides, that “ no money shall be paid by the treasurer, except upon the order 
of a meeting of trustees; for half-yearly, audit of the account-; . and that an abstract is to 
be furnished to the congregations, and that a copy of the minutes shall be sent by. the 
chairman to each trustee.” This condition has been violated in every respect, both by Mr. 

Mathews and Mr. Hutcheson. 

The eleventh provides, that “ three ordinary trustees, with the chairman, are to constitute 
a quorum but Mr. Mathews constituted himself into a quorum, and Mr. Hutcheson, his 
treasurer, did as he directed. 

The twelfth provides that a “ book be kept for the registry of the proceedings of the 
trust.” This, of course, was not clone, nor, under the circumstances, was it requisite. 

In fine, the deed, from beginning to end, was a complete nullity, and manifestly got up 
to deceive the Government. 

At our request Mr. Hutcheson furnished us with accounts of this fund, from the com- Vide Schedule 2 , 
meneement up to the present time. These accounts, as in the case of the account before Appendix (T.) 
referred to, are most unsatislaclory, and, generally speaking, the observations we had to 
offer upon the first account are equally applicable to those now under consideration, in 
addition, we have to notice certain items which are not only quite foreign to the intention 
for which the fund was virtually created, hut are directly at variance with the second con- 
dition of the trust deed drawn up by Mr. Mathews, and already adverted to. 

The items in question are, 118 /.10 s. paid on the 2d February 1848, and 43 l. paid 5th 
May 1 848 , for the rent of Plunkett-street Meeting-house, and a sum of 18/., repairs of 
Fermoy Meeting-house. With regard to Plunkett -street Meeting-house, we have ascer- 
tained that it has been shut up for some years, and that Mr. Mathews was in treaty to 
purchase it, there being a property of some value connected with it, and that he had 
obtained possession of part of the premises. We have been also informed that the ground 
on which Fermoy Chapel and manse is built, is, or was the property of Mr. Mathews. 

With reference to snch payments, Mr. Hutcheson told us that he did not know whether Vide Schedule 2 , 
they were contrary to, or in accordance with, the deed of trust, never having, as he asserts, Appendix (D.) 
read that document, although he signed it, and is one of the trustees. Mr. Hutcheson, in 
this account, has charged interest for what he states to have been advances by him, to 
make up the sum of 5 , 000 /., lent to Mr. Wakefield, Now, at the time of this alleged 
advance, he had in his hands (since 1837) a large sum of public money, on account of a 
congregational library fund (hereafter referred to): we therefore think it much more See Appendix to 
probable, as well as consistent with his proceedings, that this advance came out of such Library Report, 
2 ~q. K 4 money 2 and 15 . 
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money than out of his own pocket. At nil events, inasmuch as he has not given any credit 
interest upon the larse balance in lus hands, we are of opinion he has not a tair or just 
claim for interest upon this real or alleged loan. There are also various sums amounting 
in all to 52 /. 10 s., paid at different periods to the late Mr. Irving, a brother-m-law of Mr. 
Mathews who, Mr. Hutcheson says, was being educated for the ministry. 

There is a further account, which we found amongst Mr. Mathews papers, to which we 
request their Lordships’ attention. This document is in the liana-writing of the ltev Mr. 
Cleland who has informed us that it is the copy of an account written by Mr. Mathews, 
and signed bv him and Dr. Trotter (one of the trustees), and submitted by the former to the 
Presbvterv of Munster, in May 1849, under the circumstances detailed in Mr. Cielanci s 
•, r -- ,v , aud ova l a nd written statements, and that il was the only account furnished to the Presbytery. 
Appends (N.)aud d ment (the original of which Mr. Cleland subsequently exhibited to us) purports 
to be a statement of the fund from its formation up to November 1848, and therefore should 
all respects with the account furnished to us by Mr. Hutcheson For the some period, 
mirticnhirly as the latter, as he informed us, supplied Mr. Mathews with accounts ot the 
disbursements of the fund, whenever required ; but, on company the above accounts we 
found them to be essentially different ; for instance, the rent of Plunkctt-street Meeting- 
house, and the repairs of 1-crmoy Meeting-house, do not appear m Mr. Mathews account; 
but there is a sum of 160 I. advanced to l'ortlnw Chapel, and a sum of loO l. advanced to 



fide Schedule 2, 
Appendix (V.) 



fide Schedule 2, 

App 

(P-> 



Vide Schedule 2 , 
Appendix (D.) 

Vide Schedule s. 
Appendix (P. 3 .) 
and (V.) 
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to- 

Tinwrarv Chapel, in all 310 l, charged in Mr. Mathew’s account, hut are not in Mr. Hutche- 
son^ Mr. Hutcheson alleges that he made those advances out of his own private funds, 
and that he holds mortgages on both those buildings, and although he has not received any 
interest on those sums, he “ fully intends to demand it.” _ 

With regard to Portlaw Chapel, Mr. Cleland admits that there is a mortgage to 
Mr. Hutcheson for this money, and lie showed us the draft of the mortgage deed, but he 
affirm®, that Mr. Mathews told him, that the money came out of the trust fund, which 
Mr. Mathews’ account confirms, and it undoubtedly does appear extraordinary, that it 
Mr. Hutcheson made this advance out of his own pocket, he should charge in the trust fund 
account the expenses of preparing this mortgage deed ; besides, Mr. Cieeland asserts that he 
never had any correspondence with Mr. Hutcheson on the subject, and that it was Mr. 
Mathews who handed him the money. There is likewise a strange coincidence of certain 
charges, which throws great suspicion on Mr. Hutcheson’s statement as regards this trans- 
action, for we find, by the account submitted by Mr. Mathews to the Presbytery, in May 
1849, the advance of 150 Z. to Tipperary Chapel was made on the 8 th April 1846 and on 
„ the same day there is a corresponding charge in Mr. Hutcheson s Library Account of li>0 U 
remitted by him to Mr. Mathews, which we think strong evidence that this money did not 

come out of Mr. Hutchebon’s own private funds. „ . . x . .. , . 

As to the advance for Tipperary Chapel, the Rev. Mr. M Cullagh, its minister, denies 
Mr. Hutcheson’s statement altogether, lie writes, m reply to a letter from us, 1 cannot 
furnish you with a copy of a mortgage deed, as I am happy to say no such document ever 
was in existence, no interest was ever asked, promised or paid. The congregation neiei 
looked on the money advanced to them as a loan, and therefore never thought ot refund- 

'"in conclusion, we beg to state, that it is quite out of our power to arrive at any satis- 
factory result as to the extent of tfie frauds committed by Mr. Mathews in relation to the 



funds in question. 



Dublin Castle, 8 October 1850. 



J. Saumarez Dobree. 
H. J. Brownrigg. 
Win. Andoe. 
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We have the honour further to report, that on an examination of the estimates on which 
payments were made to Mr. David Hutcheson, agent to the Seceding Synod, on account of 
Hemum Donum, wc noticed that in the years 1837, 1838 and 1839, large sums had been 
issued to him, exceeding the Regium Donum grant of the quarter immediately preceding 
that in which such excess appeared; viz. 

£ C d 



Appendix 1 and 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 2. 



Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 



ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



31 December 1837 - 


- 




735 - - 


30 September 1838 - 


- 




410 - - 


31 March - 1839 - 


- 






30 Juue - 1839 - 


- 


- 


j 94 13 - 


Total - 


- 


- - f. 


1,599 13 - 



In pursuing our inquiries we discovered, by the records in the Chief Secretary s Office, that 
the above sums had been issued to Mr. Hutcheson on account of a “ l resbyterian Congre- 
gational Fund Library,” and that he had been directed, by an official letter ot the 30. 
November 1 837 , announcing the first issue of 735 /., “ to pay it over to the treasurer ot that 

fm,d ” Wfc 
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We also read a letter, addressed by the Rev. Andrew M'Cullagh of Caledon to Lord \ ide Schedule 3, 
Morpeth (copy annexed), dated Dublin, 27 October 1837, requesting his Lordship’s Appendix 3. 

“ sanction and authority for the establishment of congregational libraries in the manner 
proposed.” 

Having procured this information, we lost no time in communicating with Mr. Hutcheson, Vide Schedule 3, 
and the Rev. Mr. M‘Cullagh on this subject, and on the receipt of Mr. Hutcheson’s reply Appendix 4. 
to our first letter, we put Sir Thomas Redington in possession of wliut liad come to light, 
and suggested that Mr. Hutcheson should be called on to pay the balance of 430 l. 14 r. 3 d., 
which he admitted to be in his hands. 

Mr. Hutcheson having asserted that all the payments made by him out of this fund 
(except for a stamp) were directly to Mr. Mathews, we sought for information, by written 
and personal communications, from Presbyterians of all denominations, both lay and 
clerical, whom we were advised were the most likely to be best informed on the subject, as 
to their knowledge of this fund, and whether they had received anything out of it. W* 
annex the whole of the correspondence on this subject, also a statement made to ,1B h 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (1. A.) 



5 and i 



Vide Schedule 3, 
by Appendix 6, 7, 8, 



Mr. Hutcheson, with reference to this fund, in which he mentions that some of the advances 9, 
were, as he was informed by Mr. Mathews, paid over to Mr. Thom, the Government printer, l 4> •S- 
upon which point we examined Mr. Thom, whose explanation is also attached, by which it 1 ' 

appears that his dealings with Mr. Mathews were altogether of a private nature, and that •' 

he only received in all 150 l. from Mr. Mathews. 

Upon the whole of the facts of this case, so far as they have come to light, we beg to 
offer the following observations. 

In the first place, it is to be remarked, that the only record in the Chief Secretary s 
Office of any authority for the establishment of congregational libraries, is the R-ight 
honourable A. Macdonnell’s (then Chief Clerk) minute of the 1st November 1837, written vide Schedule 3, 
across the application of the Reverend Mr. M'Cullagh, above referred to. It is in these Appendix 3. 
words : — “ His Excellency approves.” “ Inform accordingly. Signed A. M., 1 November yide Schedule 3, 
1837.” There is, however, no trace of the Lord Lieutenant’s approval having been con- Appendix 7. 
veyed to Mr. M'Cullagh, who denies having received it. It is to be observed, that this 
approval merely extends to the formation of libraries ; there is no mention whatever of 
any grant, either in the application or minute ; nor can any express authority whatever be 
discovered upon which the orders, to the Paymaster of Civil Services, to make the several 
issues in question were founded. _ . , , 

Mr. M'Cullagh distinctly states, that his verbal application for a “ small grant was refused 1 tde schedule 3, 
by Lord Morpeth,” and that he never had, directly or indirectly, verbal or written, any Appendix 7. 
further communication from Government on the subject ; so that we have this somewhat 
strange anomaly, a contemporaneous refusal and approval of the same application. 

Secondly; it is quite manifest that the existence of this hind was kept a profound secret 
from the whole Presbyterian body by Messrs. Hutcheson and Mathews, during the long 
period of 13 years; indeed, the evidence we have received on thi3 point is to our minds 
quite conclusive. 

The Revereud Mr. Reid is the only individual who appears to have heard of it ; and he 
states that he made three different applications through Air. Ilqtclieson, but was refused ; 
and that he ceased making further applications on being informed that the funds were to Vide schedule 3, 
be appropriated to the “ Southern congregations.” Appendix 13. 

Mr. Hutcheson’s explanation on this subject is, that he referred lum to Mr. Mathews, hide Schedule 3, 
who had the management of the fund. . ' . Appendix (a 2. A.) 

In a note addressed by Mr. Mathews to Mr. Hutcheson in March 1838, hereinafter vide Schedule 3, 
quoted, he states, that “ nine libraries had been sent to the south,” which we ascertained Appendix (18. D.) 
to be altogether untrue ; as is, likewise, his assertion, that he had “ purchased libraries,” 
for which he required remittances. Furthermore, Mr. Hutcheson not acting, we regret to 
say, with that candour we had been led to expect, concealed from us, on his first examina- 
tion, and until it was discovered, all knowledge of this fund, of which he had in his hands 
at the time over 400 1 . ; and when asked why he had not mentioned it, replied, that “ he Vide Schedule 3, 
had not been questioned on the subject.” Appen ix 1 

Thirdly ; Mr. Hutcheson, in his first letter and statement, alleged, that “ he had no 
recollection of having received an official letter directing the issues on this account to be 
paid to the treasurer of the Library Fund;" also, that Mr. Mathews had informed him Vide Schedule 3, 

“ that the Government had no control over those sums, and that they were to be paid as Appendix 1 and 16, 

he (Mr. Mathews) would direct from time to time.” Now, we have no doubt whatever 

that Mr. Mathews constituted himself the treasurer. However, upon Mr. Hutcheson’s 

own’showing, it is quite clear that he did not make advances to Mr. Mathews as treasurer 

to this fund, but solely upon his (Mr. Mathews’) ipse dixit, that the fund should be 

appropriated as he would “ from time to time direct.’’ In fact, it is upon this alleged 

statement of Mr. Mathews, that Mr. Hutcheson accounted, on his first examination, for 

the control that individual assumed over the fund. Mr. Hutcheson, subsequently to his 

statement, having been pressed for vouchers to authenticate his payments to Mr. Mathews, 

wrote to us in these words:—" You have copies of some documents, whereby it will appear 18. 

that George Mathews was the treasurer of the Congregational Library Fund, and which, 

I presume? induced him to tell me Government had no control over it.’ 

Aeain in some days after the receipt of these papers, Mr. Hutcheson sent us copies of ride Schedule 3, 
the letters he had received from the Chief Secretary’s Office, informing him from time to Appendix (19. D. 
time of the several issues on account of the Congregational Library Fund, in all of which E. and I.) 
he is directed to pay over such issues to the treasurer of the fund, without naming him. 

2-9. F 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE, &c. RELATIVE TO 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix ( 20 . C.) 

Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (21. A.) 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Enclosure B. in 
Appendix (22. A.) 
Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (18. D.) 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (1 8. B.) 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix (18. D.) 

Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 5. 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 23. 

Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 5. 

Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 16. 



Vide Schedule 3, 
Appendix 18. 
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It would appear, however, that he took no official steps to ascertain the name of such 
treasurer, but remained satisfied with Mr. Mathews’ assertion that he was the treasurer. 
He also sent us a most extraordinary document, which, he writes, “ had just turned up 
it is a printed prospectus of the rules for the management of the Congregational Library, 
which, Mr. Hutcheson says, he believes were “extensively circulated” at the time. In 
a subsequent letter, in reply to one from us, he states, “ I recollect George Mathews after- 
wards telling me he would circulate them extensively, especially in the south; and 
from that day until the day I found them, I lost sight of the matter.” Had this prospectus 
been even partially circulated, which we are satisfied it was not, there is no question the 
Library Fund would not have existed for thirteen years unknown ; and of course the 
whole thing was another of Mr. Mathews’ expedients to deceive the authorities. 

Up to the receipt of the documents above referred to (which had he acted with common 

e rudence, he ought to have read before giving such positive evidence as he did), Mr. 

lutcheson persisted in saying, “ he had no recollection of his having been directed to pay 
the money he received to the treasurer of the fund and his now wishing to make it 
appear that he had official intimation that Mr. Mathews was such a treasurer, is, to say the 
least of it, very inconsistent. 

One of the documents above referred to is a private letter from Mr. Mathews to Mr. Hut- 
cheson, not dated (Mr. Mathews seldom dated his letters), but received, on 12th March 
1838, from which the following is an extract: “ I go on Monday with Mrs. Mathews to 
England, and until my return, none of the libraries will go to the north, but nine 
libraries have gone to the south, and you must send me up the money, 103/. 5 s. 6 d., an 
order was sent on Saturday directed to be sent to you.” This refers to an official order 
subsequently sent to us by Mr. Hutcheson. 

A second of these documents is a letter from the Under Secretary, dated 16th January 
1830, directing Mr. Hutcheson “to pay 162/. 4s. to the treasurer of the Presbyterian 
Library Fund.” 

It will be observed, that the sums referred to in the above extracts were not fresh issues 
to Mr, Hutcheson, to be paid over to the treasurer, but sum3 to be paid out of monies 
supposed to have been in Mr. Hutcheson’s hands, which could not have been the case, inas- 
much as the Government order of the 3d November 1837 had directed him to pay over the 
money to the treasurer of the fund, therefore, he ought not to have had any funds in his 
own hands, out of which these monies could be paid, had he (Mr. Hutcheson), obeyed the 
first order of 3d November 1837, from the Under Secretary, but which Mr. Mathews well 
knew he had not. We therefore entertain but little doubt that the orders in question were 
written by Mr. Mathews, to which (as in Like cases) he managed to procure official signa- 
ture. This is the only way we can account for the inconsistency above pointed out. 

There is another feature in this case which we find it difficult to reconcile with Mr. 
Hutcheson’s statements and proceedings. He has put prominently forward, in defence of 
his acts, the alleged assertion of Mr. Mathews, that “ Government had no Control over this 
fund;” it therefore does seem to us most unaccountable, that on the receipt of the order 
to pay the treasurer 103 L 5 s. 6 d. above referred to, it did not at once occur to Mr. 
Hutcheson that such order was not only inconsistent with the previous orders he had 
received, but was at direct variance with the assertion of “ unlimited control,” which, if 
true, Mr. Mathews’ own order would, of course, have been quite sufficient; not even on 
the receipt of the second orders (above quoted) was any suspicion, as it would appear, 
entertained by Mr. Hutcheson on this point, nor has he assigned any reason whatever, why 
he made advances subsequently to the two first to Mr. Mathews without similar authority. 
There is this further circumstance, which ought to have created doubt in the mind of 
Mr. Hutcheson as to the correctness of Mr. Mathews’ pi-oceedings. In March 1838, the 
latter wrote to him that “ nine libraries had gone to the south,” yet, from that day to this, 
Mr. Hutcheson has never heard of a library having been formed; besides, he must have 
known that, in 1838, there were only seven congregations in the south. There are only 
eight at present. 

In the account furnished to us by Mr. Hutcheson (annexed), he has duly debited himself 
with all sums he received, but the dates are most unaccountably incorrect ; for instance, 
he has entered the first sum of 735 I. as received 18th October 1837, whereas we have 
ascertained from the Paymaster of Civil Services Office that it was not paid to him until 
the 2d February 1838 ; in fact, the Government order to the Paymaster to make the issue, 
bears date the 3d November 1837. Mr. Hutcheson could not account for the strange dis- 
crepancy. 

No credit whatever is given for interest, although for thirteen years lie had always a 
large balance in his hands. The reason given to us by Mr. Hutcheson for not having 
invested this money, namely, that Mr. Mathews informed him “it would not be long in 
his hands,” we consider to be extremely unsatisfactory. 

With the exception of the two first sums (as already stated), Mr. Hutcheson has pro- 
duced no authority for his advances to Mr. Mathews ; for some few of the remaining 
payments noticed on the face of the account, he exhibited to us his own chocks on the 
Northern Banking Company, in favour of Mr. Mathews, given, as it would seem, on his 
(Mr. Mathews’) mere verbal order. 

Mr. Hutcheson assigns as a cause for not having been prepared to vouch this account, 
that for the 20 years he has been in office “ every reliance had been placed on the truthful- 
ness ot'his accounts, and that he is now, for the first time, expected to do so.” However 
true this may be, we think it hardly exonerates Mr. Hutcheson, as a public officer, from 

the 
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the charge of extreme carelessness in not having taken the proper precaution of obtainiuir 
receipts for public monies. b 

Upon the whole, we submit that Mr. Hutcheson has rendered himself, bv his default 
liable for all payments made to Mr. Mathews without express authority of Government. 

We are further of opinion, that the monies actually paid to Mr. Mathews out of this 
ll,nu > were fraudulently misapplied by that individual, amounting to, in all, 1,1C8/. 18 *. 3 d. 



(signed) 



Dublin Castle, 8 October 1850 . 



J. Saumarez Dobrec. 
H. J. Urotcnrigg. 
Wm. An floe. 



£. 

320 



FOURTH REPORT OF THE TREASURY COMMISSION OF INQUIRY. 

Referring to the third clause of the Treasury Minute of the 17th May before reciter' 
namely, the grant for the endowment of Presbyterian Congregations and Non-conformin'* 
Protestant Dissenting Ministers m Ireland, we have the honour to submit to their Lordships 
the most important authenticated facts w e have been able to obtain regarding this fund and 
its mode ot administration. 0 » 

It represented in the year 1840-50 a sum of 37,183 l. voted by Parliament, and placed » 
the disposal of the Irish Government, through the Paymaster of Civil Services for the 
payment of yearly stipends entitled « Regium Donum,” to the ministers of the several sects 
ol the Presbyterian Church in Ireland, which consists of* viz. 

1. The Synod of Ulster. 

2. The Presbytery »f Antrim and the Remonstrant Synod of Ulster. 

3 . Ine United Synod, or Presbytery of Munster. 

4 . The Secession Synod and the Presbytery of Munster. 

The Synod of Ulster and the Secession Synod constitute the General Assembly. 

A statement (A. 2.) of the formation, doctrines, and discipline of each sect is annexed 
and also a tof narrative of the creation of the Presbytery oftlunstermto an independent 
body of the Scotch Umrch in Ireland, by Mr. George Mathews, in the year 1840 Tor the 
■objects therein related. ’ 

These bodies have, as agents for receiving and distributing this bounty, the following 
gentlemen, appointed by the Government, with the salaries and allowances opposite them 
respective names : — ‘ K 

1. Rev. Dr. Cooke - 
Clerk of Synod - 

2. Rev. Dr. Montgomery 

Clerk - - - 

3 . Rev. Mr. Hutton - 

Clerk 

4. Mr. Hutcheson - 

Clerk - ~4g 3 1 ” 

Mr. George Mathews a junior clerk in the Chief Secretory’s Office, appears to have had 
the accounts of this fund under his superintendence since the year J 837 , and was soeciallv 
appointed m 1846 to its almost exclusive management, with a salary of 300 l. per annum m 
audition to Ins office pay. r 

The legitimate mode of dispensing this grant is as follows. 

An annual certificate of the annexed form (B.) is furnished in the month of April to the 
Chief Secretary * i Office by each Presbyterian congregation in Ireland, for the purpose 
ot verifying its title to the Regium Donum, and on the claim being found correct, the 
issue of the regulated stipend to the minister, is authorised for the succeeding 12 months 
from the 1st April to the 31 st March following, and the aggregate amount coming to each 
sect is issued by an order on the Paymaster of Civil Services in favour of the afore- 
mentioned agents of the several synods, in quarterly instalments, on estimates furnished bv 
them to the Clue Secretary s Office, except in the case of the Rev. Mr. Hutton, agent of 
the United Synod and Presbytery of Munster, who states that the only communication 
which passes between the Clnei Secretary’s Office and himself was a periodical notification 
two of which are annexed (C. 2.), that the quarterly amount due was in the course of 
payment. 

The estimates from the other Synods, of which one from each agent is annexed (D 1 
to 3 .), appear to have been framed as follows. ’ v 

■By Dr. Montgomery, on data collected within his own Synod, and brought under his own 
immediate cognizance. 

By Dr. Cooke, entirely on data furnished him by Mr. Mathews. 

By Dr. Henry, Ills predecessor in the Synod of Ulster, on materials obtained from the 
records of the bynod ; and, 

279. G B v 
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Appendix (A. 2.) 



Vide Schedule 4, 
Appendix (B.) 



Vide Schedule 4, 
Appendix (C. l.) 
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Vide Schedule 4, 
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Vide Schedule 4, 
Appendix (E. 4.) 
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Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (D. i .) 
and (E. 5 .) 

Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (E. l.) 



Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (E, 1 . 
5.) 

Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (E. 3 .) 
Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (E. 1 .) 



Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (F. 1 .) 



Vide Schedule 4 , 
Appendix (H. 1 .) 
and (H. 3 .) 



Ily Mr. I). Hutcheson, from his own knowledge of the congregations for which lie was 
agent, as is stated in the annexed replies of those gentlemen to sundry queries, submitted 
to them by us, on some important points connected with our inquiry. (E. 5.) 

There seems to have existed a prescriptive rule that a minister officiating at the com- 
mencement of a quarter should under any casualty be entitled to the bounty for the whole 
three months, and that in the event of his demise it should be paid to his family. In. the 
case of extinct congregations, the residue due to them on the year’s stipend lapsed to the 
"Widows’ Fund.” 

Presuming that the several agents would have been required to furnish Government 
witli quarterly statements of their receipts and disbursements, and to account periodically 
for the casualties arising from lapsed congregations and other causes which were of fre- 
quent occurrence, our first proceeding was to apply to the Chief Secretary for all the records 
connected with this grant since it has been under the management of Mr. Mathews in 1837, 
and we were informed in reply, that as the agents had never been required to render any 
accounts whatever for the quarterly imprests made to them, or to adjust their casualties 
otherwise than with Mr. Mathews,* there were no records in existence. 

A “Guard Book,” however, in which had been pasted all the original certificates 
(viek B.) for 1849-50 complete, with the exception of the one for Tipperary, and that tor 
the Rev. Dr. Stuart, who has drawn his bounty since 1845 as a retired minister ot Union 
Chapel, Dublin, 011 a special authority, without any certificate, together with some of the 
quarterly estimates from the several agents lor the same period, was submitted to us, 
and we Were also furnished with abstracts of the payments for the same year, 1849-50, 
which the agents had been called upon to frame, subsequently to the absconding of 
Mr. Mathews. 

After carefully collecting these abstracts of payment with the corresponding certificates, 
the only irregularities we could discover were — 

Rev. Dr. Stuart, of Union Chapel, Dublin, being continued after retirement From 
ministerial duties. 

Bray. — Only 11 families instead of 12 . 

Ballibay. — Certificate not signed by moderator. 

Monaghan. — Number of families not specified in certificate.' 

Portlaw. — The sum of 15/. irregularly appropriated by Mr. Mathews out of the 
Southern Presbyterian Missionary Fund, to qualify that congregation for the 
bounty'. 

Similar "Guard Books ” for former years were also submitted to us, but so many of the 
certificates were missing, and no abstract of payments with which to compare them having- 
been ever rendered, we bad no materials whatever to enable us to carry on our investiga- 
tion for an earlier period than 1849-50. But as from the slovenly and loose manner in 
which the papers connected with this, as well as every other duty entrusted to Mr. Mathews, 
were found, there was every reason to suspect some gross misapplication of these funds in 
some quarter. We turned our inquiries in another direction, and we proceeded to elicit 
the best information we could from those persons who had been principally concerned in 
their distribution. 

For this purpose we submitted a set of queries to each of the agents, which will bo found 
with their replies, (Vide E. 5 .) _ ■ 

I 11 the Presbytery of Antrim, anil the " Remonstrant Synod of Ulster,” of which the 
Rev. Dr. Montgomery is agent, and in the “ United Synod and Presbytery of Munster,” of 
which the Rev. Mr. Hutton is agent, we have not traced the existence of any irregularities, 
nor the issue of larger sums on the quarterly estimates than were actually due. 

In the Synod of Ulster, of which the Rev. Dr. Cooke has been agent (in succession to 
Rev. Dr. Henry) since 1846, we have discovered that the sum of 900 l. 4s. 11 ri., being - 
the amount of accumulations in his hands, on nine quarters imprests, during the years 1846, 
1 S 47 , and 1848, had been remitted to him by M r. Mathews, in a letter of credit, dated 20th 
April 1848 , on the. Bank of Ireland, copy of which indorsed by the latter, together with 
sundry other papers (F. 5.) connected with this fraudulent transaction, is herewith annexed, 
and which remittance Mr. Mathews has appropriated to himself, though in a letter (G.) 
to Dr. Cooke, he states that it was applied for, to be credited in the Miscellaneous 
Estimates. 

This extraordinary accumulation in an agent’s hands during so short a period, was 
manifestly placed there, from time to time, by Mr. Mathews, for the purpose of withdrawing 
it at 11 favourable opportunity for self appropriation; and we cannot help regretting that 
Dr. Cooke should not, during the two years and a quarter that this large sum was in the 
course of accumulation, have periodically accounted for it in his current quarterly estimates, 
or brought it in some way under the notice of the Government ; indeed, we consider that he 
would have been fairly responsible for a sum so irregularly remitted to a subordinate agent 
of the Castle, without making any official notification whatever to the Chief Secretary on 
the subject, had he not exhibited the annexed Letter of 13th April 1848 (R. 1.), signed by 
the assistant Under Secretaiy, to which is attached an account current in the hand-writing 
of Mr. Mathews, and initialed by Mr. M'Kenna, from the tenor of which Dr. Cooke seems 
to have been virtually justified in remitting this balance as he did, though it appears to 
us that the directions regarding its disposal may well have been inserted alter the signature 
of the assistant Under Secretary had been affixed, it being in evidence that it was sur- 
reptitiously obtained, and that no record whatever of these two documents exists at the 
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We subsequently called upon Dr. Cooke for a similar account of his receipts and dis- Vide Schedule 4, 
bargemen ts, from June 1844 to the present period. It is herewith annexed (I.), showing a Appendix {!.) 
balance of 'Ml. 17*. \)d. in his favour, but as the transactions to which it refers are 
un vouched, w e have uo means whatever of ascertaining its correctness, and we would respect- 
fully leave it to he dealt with according to their Lordships’ directions. 

During the agency of the Uev. Dr. Henry, in the same Synod of Ulster, -we find that, on 
adjusting his accounts with Mr. Mathews in 1846, previous to his resigning his office as 
agent there was a balance of Hi/., or 10/. 10s., in his hands, which lie paid over to Mr. 

Mathew* (vide E. 4 .,, and which does not appear to have been anywhere placed to the Fide Schedule 4, 
credit of the public. , Appeml.* (i. +.) 

In the Secession Synod, of which Mr. D. Hutcheson of Tanderagee is agent, we have not 
been enabled to ascertain the correctness of his transactions for this service with Mr. 

Mathews, as he declines to answer our query on the subject (vide E. &.), but as he has been f «e bclieUule 4, 

the medium through which Mr. Mathews 'lias extensively carried out his malversations, Appendix 50 

(tide our Reports on the 5,000/. Trust Fund, and on the Presbyterian Library Fund), we 

would strongly recommend that Mr. Hutcheson be called upon to render detailed accounts 

of all tile public monies that have passed through his hands since the year 1837. This 

gentleman a quarterly estimates may have likewise been made the medium of fraud, as in 

the afore-recited ease of Dr. Cooke. 

In the Presbytery of Munster (for four congregations, of which Mr. Hutcheson has likewise soruav ; 
always acted as agent, under Mr. Mathews’ undue appointment without any warrant front ^ jpperary ; u m 
the Lord Lieutenant, and which as stated in the document marked (A. 2.) was created in Sum l rne ’ r ] 1 ;n 
lain into a separate body of the Presbyterian Church in Ireland, by Mr. Mathews, us a 
medium through which he contemplated appropriating to his own management and trust 
sundry funds belonging both to the Government and the Presbyterian Church, as well as 
to carry out other fraudulent intentions); we find that without regard to the prescribed 
rules for the management of the Regium Donum, he has on several instances effected the 
undue withholding or extension of the bounty to suit his own purposes. 

We annex some of the instances that have come under our observation. At Union 
Chapel, Dublin, of which Mr. Mathews lias fraudulently obtained the legal conveyance to , Je 

himself by the trustee Dr. Stuart, vide annexed deposition (J.) he succeeded in securing, dix \ 

under a special authority (which we understand has been lately cancelled), a Regium 1 * 

Donum stipend of loo /. per annum, to that reverend gentleman, from the 31st MarchTS45, 
when he retired from the chapel and ceased to be connected with it in any way as minister, 
to the 30th June 1850. 

He also continued to draw for the Rev. Mr. Morrison, Dr. Stuart’s successor, without his 
knowledge, and without any certificate, through the intervention of Mr. Hutcheson the 
agent, two years’ Regium Donum, from 1st April 1845 to 31st March 1847, to which that 
reverend gentleman states he was in 110 ways entitled. One year’s stipend, Mr. Hutcheson 
states, was paid into the Widows’ Fund as Mr. Morrison’s prescribed contribution, this 
gentleman being led to believe at the time that the money came out of Mr. Mathews’ 
pocket. Theother, which Mr. Hutcheson states lie paid into Mr. Mathews’ hands, at his 
request, the latter must have appropriated to himself, for it has been proved tp us by the 
annexed depositions and certificate (K. 3.) that he neither paid it into the Southern Widows' 

Fund, nor credited it to the Union Chapel congregation, of which he himself was treasurer, "PI A 

as Mr. Hutcheson’s communications would imply. We annex three letters to us from Mr. ( ’ 

Hutcheson on the subject of this fraudulent transaction (L. 3.), and we cannot refrain from l ' l < le hc ™ d “ le 
expressing our regret at the culpable facilities which, in his character of agent, he has n) 

afforded Mr. Mathews towards carrying it out. v • ^ 

At Tipperary', Mr. Mathews deprived the Rev. Mr. Heron of a quarter’s stipend ending 
31 July 1845, "to which he was entitled by a prescriptive rule of the fund, allotting to an 
outgoing minister the whole amount of the current quarter in which he had resigned, vide ya e Schedule 4> 
annexed letter (M.) ; and on the same minister’s subsequent removal to another congrega- Appendix (M.) 
tion. Mr. Mathews enforced the said rule in its legitimate application, to liis prejudice. 

To several of the congregations in the south of Ireland, connected with the Presbytery 
of Munster, Mr. Mathews lias been in the habit of advancing sums from the Southern 
Presbyterian Missionary Fund, of which he had the entire disposal, for the purpose of 
making up their private contributions to the amount prescribed for qualification to the 
Regium Donum. 

On the appointment of the Rev. Dr. Henry to the agency of the Synod of Ulster in 
1836, Mr. Mathews called on him for the payment of 12 /., alleging that it was due to the 
public for a stamp on his warrant of appointment from the Lord Lieutenant, though no 
stamp was ever affixed to it, nor has any been required from the other agents. (videE. 4.) Vide Schedule a. 
This sum must also have found its way into Mr. Mathews’ pocket. . Appendix (E. 4.) 

Whilst on the subject of these warrants of appointment, copy of which is annexed (N.), 
we would respectfully bring under their Lordships’ consideration with reference to the last 
clause, directing “that all surpluses on the quarterly estimates in each agent’s hands, 
should be paid into the fuud instituted for the benefit of the widows and orphans of the 
synod,” a fund entirely out of the control of Government; that accounts should, in future, 
be rendered periodically by the respective agents of the sums so lapsed as surpluses, and 
credited accordingly. Row far it would be proper to call for similar accounts retrospectively, 
we must leave to their Lordships’ judgment. The practice already adverted to, which 
Mr. Mathews in many instances succeeded in introducing for his own fraudulent purposes, 
of procuring the quarterly issue of larger sums than were due, and the culpable facility 
279. G 2 vv'dh 
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with which some of the agents have repaid portions of the same into his own hands, with- 
out even taking a receipt, or using any proper precaution to secure themselves from the 
responsibility attending such an irregular proceeding, open the door for suspicion that Mr. 
Mathews may have also diverted sums lapsing to this fund from their legitimate 
appropriation. 

We have instanced the case of Mr. Hutcheson, who as agent of the Presbytery of 
Munster, he being also treasurer of the Widows’ Fund, drew two years' Regium Donum for 
the Rev. Mr. Morrison, of Union Chapel, without that gentleman’s knowledge, or his being 
entitled to it, one of which he states he paid into the Widows’ Fund ; and with regard to 
Vide Schedule 4, the other, his depositions and those of the Rev. Mr. Morrison are so contradictory ( vide 

Appendix (K, 1 .) K. 3. L. 3.), we are inclined to believe the amount was finally appropriated by Mr. 
(K, 2.) (K. 3.), and Mathews to himself, as there is no doubt that the money was irregularly paid into his 
(L,i.)(L. 2.)(L.3.) hands by Mr. Hutcheson. 

As a check against a recurrence of the irregularities which have been brought under our 
notice in the management of this grant, during a period of 13 years, we would respect- 
fully suggest, that lor the future the quarterly estimates furnished by the agents should be 
countersigned by the moderator and clerk of the synod, previous to their being transmitted 
to the Castle. With respect to the quarterly issues made to the agents on those estimates, 
the course which we are given to understand has been adopted by their Lordships, of 
requiring the agents to render periodical accounts, vouched by the receipts of the several 
ministers, and showing the casualties, if any, which have taken place, so as to bring the 
expenditure of this large grant regularly under the inspection of the Audit Office, will in 
our opinion, ensure the immediate correction of every irregularity in its management, and 
it is a course which it was our intention to recommend. 

We cannot close our report without suggesting to their Lordships that the respective 
agents, for the distribution of the Regium Donum, should be called upon to give securities 
for a sum corresponding with the average amount of their quarterly issues. 

(signed) J . Saumarez Dobree. 

H. J. Brownrigy. 

Dublin Castle, 8 October 1850. Wm. Andoe. 



Appendix. 

List of Clerks and Messexgeiis employed by Mr. Mathews in receiving Grants for 
Annuitants from the Cqncordatum and Civil Contingencies Funds. 



No. 


| 

[ 

Names. 


Occupation. 


j Number 

I of Annuitants 
received for 
1 from 

j time to time. 


1 


- 


Formerly Clerk to Mr. Mathews - 


17 


2 


- 


- - Formerly a Messenger and Clerk 
to Mr. Mathews. 


4 


3 


- 


- - Messenger in Chief Secretary’s 
Office. 


14 


4 


- 


- - - ditto - 


11 


5 


- 


- - - ditto - 


4 


S 


- 


- - - ditto - 


3 


7 


- 


- - - ditto - 


20 


8 


- 


- - - ditto - 


1 


9 


- 


- - - ditto - 


5 


10 


- 


- - - ditto - 


5 


11 


- 


- - - ditto - 


5 


12 


- 


Messenger to Lord Lieutenant 


4 


13 


- 


Messenger in Constabulary Office - 


13 


14 




- - - ditto - 


4 
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Statement of Mr. Francis Curtis. 

1 am at present employed as a clerk in the office of the Second Remembrancer. I was 
employed in the Tithe Office from October 1838 to the 7th July 1840. I was never em- 
ployed by Mr. Mathews except in the Tithe Office. On two or three occasions, I assisted 
Mr. Mathews in the preparation of the Concordatum books ; I also, upon two or three 
occasions, got post bills at the bank for annuitants who resided in the country 4 this was at 
the desire of Mr. Mathews, who gave me the money for the purpose. I do not recollect 
ever having gone, by the direction of Mr. Mathews, to the office of the Paymaster of Civil 
Services to get an order on the bank. 1 had no knowledge whatever of the mode in which 
the business connected with the Concordatum was conducted; Mr. Mathews never 
informed me on the subject. I was not acquainted with any of the persons for whom I 
procured the post bills ; I was not empowered by any of them to act as their agent in the 
matter. To the best of my recollection, I did not procure post bills for more than three or 
four persons. I think Mr. Burnsides was occasionally employed in preparing the Concor- 
datum list. I did sign the registry, on two or three occasions, as agent to the annuitants, 
at the request of Mr. Mathews, who told me “ it was to enable them to obtain their grants.” 
At the time Iwas employed in the preparation of the Concordatum books, I was a clerk in 
the Tithe Office. I now find, on reference to the books for 1838, 1830 and 1840, that I did 
sign as agent for 17 different persons, but I was not aware at the time that 1 was acting in- 
correctly; I merely did as Mr. Mathews required. My salary in the Tithe Office, at the 
commencement, was at the rate of 30s. per week, paid weekly. I signed llie weekly pay- 
book the same as all the other clerks ; this I did periodically during the entire time of my ser- 
vice ; sometimes the payments were made at the end of two weeks. After two months’ service, 
Iwas required to perform night-work, for which I was paid 12 s. per week; this continued 
occasionally throughout the whole period of my being employed; but in consideration of 
haying other extra duties, Mr. M atnews raised my pay to 2 l. 2 s. per week for the whole 
period, except as before stated. 

Mr. Burke, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Burnsides, Mr. James M'Key, Mr. Hill, and Mr. Pick- 
ering were employed both by day and night, the same as myself; I am not quite so sure as 
to Burke. They only received a fixed salary of 30s-. per week, and were paid for night- 
work according to the number of nights actually employed, at the rate of 2 s. per night. 
Besides these, there were others who were only employed by night ; they were paid at the rate 
of 12 s. per week; their names are Rahelly, Robinson and Kenny ; these gentlemen did not 
begin night-work for about five or six months after I and the other before-named had been 
so employed ; their services were only required occasionally. From within two months 
after the commencement of the work, we had about 22 persons employed in the office by 
day, but as the work decreased, the numbers were from lime to time lessened. From about 
the time of the payment of the first dividend, which I think was in the middle of 183U, 
about eight of the gentlemen, we re dis continued. 

The names of those continued were Tiffodney, Thompson, Pickering-, Burnsides, Hill, 
M'Key, and myself. I never gave any receipt or other acknowledgment for my pay except 
the receipt in the book before mentioned. I received the whole sum due to me for the 
time I was employed, at the rate of 'll. 2s. per week, except for the first two months, when 
I only received at the rate of 30 s. per week. 

From the 1 st of November 1830 to the 7 th July 1840 there were only four permanent 
clerks employed, myself, Mr. Burnsides, Pickering, and Thompson; after that there 
remained but two, viz., Mr. Thompson and Mr. Burnsides. 

The declaration now produced was made by me on the 18th of May 3 844. I was asked 
to make that declaration by Mr. Mathews; it was copied from a draft prepared by him, 
but the facts stated in it are correct. It is not set forth in the declaration that whether 1 
performed night work or not I was paid for it. Although it is stated in the declaration 
that 1 was paid every fortnight, it would have been more correct to have declared that l 
was paid sometimes every week and at other times every fortnight. I do not now say 
positively that the book referred to in the previous part of my statement was kept during 
the whole period ; I am sure that it was not kept during the latter part. 

The receipt for 71 1., now produced, was written and signed by me. I forgot, when first 
questioned on this point, that I had given any receipt. Mr. Mathews brought me a draft 
of the receipt, which I copied without having calculated the amount, which, it appears, is 
at the rate of 2 /. per week, and not 2 1. 2 s., which I actually received. 1 was employed in 
the same office with Mr. Burnsides ; also in the office with Mr. Stopford. A great number 
of persons came on business into the offices in which I was employed, but I have no recol- 
lection of ever having seen money paid by any one either to Mr. Mathews or any other 
person ; but such might have occurred without my knowledge. 

18 July 1850. 
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* v ' Statembht op Mr, James Black. 

Is October 1839 I was first employed by Mr. Mathews as messenger to the Tithe Com- 
mission, at the rate of 15s. per week, for nearly a year. My pay was then raised to -.Os. 
per week, which I continued to receive until February 1846, wth the exception of three 
months in 1845, when I was employed in the Loan Fund Office as a temporary clerk; 
during these three months I received no pay from Mr. Mathews. 

In February 1840 1 was appointed a permanent clerk in the Loan Fund Office. 

In 1844 I was called upon by Hr. Mathews to furnish a receipt for my salary up to 
■Want 1841, which I gave accordingly. It was written either from Mr. Mathews s dictate* 
or a draft famished by him, but more probably from a draft. It was a considerable time : 
after the scrrice was performed that I signed the receipt. 

I had known Mr. Mathews about a year before I was appointed a messenger. 

During the time I was engaged as a messenger Mr. Mathews employed me m copying 
law papers ; I do not remember that he employed me in any other way. He did employ 
me in filling the Concordatum books and preparing lists, 8cc. connected with that service, 
and sometimes in transmitting the amount of grants to grantees. I was also employed in 
receiving money at the treasury for annuitants, my name having been inserted m the cer- 
tificates as agent for the parties, although I was not acquainted with them nor appointed 
l>y them, as far us I am aware. I did not think there was auythmg incorrect in my actin 0 

in this way ; l regarded it as a matter of business. 

Whilst acting as messenger in the Tithe Office I was appointed agent, by power of 
attorney, to certain parties, to receive their Tithe dividends, with the knowledge and by e 
directions of Mr. Mathews; it was, in fact, Mr. Mathews who entered my name m the 

V °l?poii\hreroTfour occasions I received, by Mr. Mathews’s desire, at the Bank of Ireland, 
the amount of his salary. I have no recollection at present of haying received any other 
sums, but it is possible I may have received some small sums of no importance. 

I do not remember having been employed in obtaining cash for letters of credit payable 

t0 Except for'\he payment of Mr. Mathews’s salary,! do not recollect to have received 
money or cheques for Mr. Mathews. . . , „ , 

1 know Mr? David Hutcheson. I have no recollection of having obtained cash for any 

of his cheques in favour of Mr. Mathews. . .... . Q 

The eight cheques now produced, signed by Mr. Hutcheson m the years 1^41, 184-, 
1843, and 1844, I now remember to have received cash lor, although it had quite escaped 
my recollection in the first instance. The amount of these cheques I handed to Mr. 
Mathews, or sent to him when in London. . 

To the best of my recollection 1 never saw any persons payiug money to Mr. Mathews 



• 2 d October 1850. 
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